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PART  r 


HIGHLIGHTS  OF  THIS  ISSUE 

This  listing  does  not  affect  the  legal  status 
of  any  document  published  in  this  issue.  Detailed 
table  of  contents  appears  inside. 

WINE — ^Treasury/ATF  proposes  requirements  concern¬ 
ing  the  number  of  bottles  per  case  in  advertising  and 
labeling;  comments  by  9-2^75 .  32129 

CRUDE  OIL — FEA  proposes  changes  in  the  buy/sell  list 

allocation  arid  pricing  rules;  comments  by  8-11-75....  32126 

PANAMA  CANAL — Panama  Canal  Company  proposes  rules 


for  measurement  of  vessels;  comments  by  9-2-75 .  32140 

MEETINGS— 

Commerce/NBS:  Federal  Information  Processing  Stand¬ 
ards  Coordinating  and  Advisory  Committee,  9- 

17-75  .  32152 

Defense  Manpower  Commission,  8-15-75 . 32157 

GSA;  Regional  Public  Advisory  Panel  on  Architectural 

and  Engineering  Services,  8-25-75 . 32175 

Legal  Services  Corporation; 

Committee  on  By-laws  and  Regulations,  8-3-75 .  32182 

Commitee  on  Presidential  Search,  8-5-75 .  32182 

National  Foundation  on  the  Arts  and  the  Humanities, 
National  Endowment  for  the  Humanities;  Fellowships 

Panel,  8-20-75 .  32177 

0MB;  Advisory  Committee  on  GNP  Data  Improvement, 

9-24-75  . 32182 

RESCHEDULED  MEETINGS—  » 

HEW/OE;  National  Advisory  Council  on  Vocational 

Education,  8-8  and  8-9-75 .  32152 


(Continued  inside) 


PART  II: 

RADIOLOGICAL  HEALTH— HEW/ FDA  prescribes  a 
safety  performance  standard  for  laser  products; 
effective  8-2-76..., . 32251 

PART  III:  - 

COKE  OVEN  EMISSIONS— Labor/OSHA  proposes 
standards  for  exposure;  comments-  by  9- 
15-75  .  32267 

PART  IV: 

PUBLIC  HEALTH — HEW  Issues  rules  on  retm-  i 

bursement  for  drugs  prescribed  under  the  Medi-  I 

care  program,  effective  7-31-75 .  32283  | 


reminders 


CTb*  lUms  In  thU  list  wws  edltoiislly  compiled  as  an  aid  to  Fedekal  RscisrEa  users.  Inclusion  or  exclusion  from  this  list  has  no 
legal  Blgnltlcanoe.  Since  this  list  Is  Intended  as  a  reminder,  It  does  not  include  effective  dates  that  occur  within  14  days  of  publication.) 


Rules  Going  Into  Effect  Today 


DOT/FAA — ^Transition  area .  26020; 

6-20-75 

HEW/SSA — Freedom  of  information;  dis¬ 
closure  of  official  records  and  informa¬ 
tion;  information .  27648;  7-1-75 

List  of  Public  Laws 

This  is  a  listing  of  public  bills  enacted  by 
Congress  and  approved  by  the  President,  together 
with  the  law  number,  the  date  of  approval,  and 
the  U.S.  Statute  citation.  The  list  is  kept  current 
in  each  issue  of  the  Federal  Register  and  copies 
of  the  laws  may  be  obtained  from  the  U.S. 
Government  Printing  Office. 

S.  66 . Pub.  Law  94-63 

Public  Health  Service  Act  and  related 
health  laws,  amendments  (Passed  over 
Presidential  veto,  July  29,  1975;  89 
Stat.  304) 


ATTENTION:  Questions,  corrections,  or  requests  for  information  regarding  the  contents  of  this  issue  only  may 
be  made  by  dialing  202-523-5266.  For  information  on  obtaining  extra  copies,  please  call  202-523-5240. 

To  obtain  advance  information  from  recorded  highlights  of  selected  documents  to  appear  in  the  next  issue, 
dial  202-523-5022. 


Published  dally,  Monday  through  Friday  (no  publication  on  Saturdays,  Sundays,  or  on  official  Federal 
holidays),  by  the  CMBoe  of  the  Federal  Register,  National  Archives  and  Records  Service,  General  S.^rvlces 
Administration,  Washington.  D.C.  20408,  under  the  Federal  Regtstw  Aot  (40  Stat.  600,  as  amended;  44  UJS.C., 
Ch.  15)  and  the  regulations  ot  the  Administrative  Committee  of  the  Federal  Register  (1  CFR  Oh.  I) .  Distribution 
is  made  only  by  the  SuperlntMident  of  Documents,  UJS.  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.O.  20402. 


The  Fedeeax.  Registeb  provides  a  uniform  system  for  making  available  to  the  public  regulations  and  legal  notices  Issued 
by  Federal  agencies.  These  include  Presidential  proclamations  and  Executive  orders  and  Federal  agency  documents  having 
general  i^iplicablllty  and  legal  effect,  documents  required  to  be  published  by  Act  of  Congress  and  other  Federal  agency 
documents  of  public  interest. 

The  Federai.  Register  will  be  furnished  by  mail  to  subscribers,  free  of  postage,  for  $5.00  per  month  or  $45  per  year,  payable 
in  advance.  The  charge  for  individual  copies  Is  75  cents  for  each  issue,  or  75  cents  tor  each  group  ot  pages  as  actually  boimd. 
Remit  check  or  money  mder,  made  payable  to  the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  UJ3.  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington, 
D.C.  20402. 


There  are  no  restrictions  on  the  republication  of  material  appearing  in  the  Federal  Register. 
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AGRICULTURAL  MARKETING  SERVICE 


Rules 

liimitatlcHis  of  handling  and 
shipping: 

Oranges  (Valencia)  grown  in 

Ariz.  and  Calif _ 32109 

Pears,  plvims  and  peaches 

grown  in  Calif _ 32110 

Potatoes  (Irish)  grown  in 

Wash  . . ■_ _ 32111 

Milk  marketing  orders : 

CJhicago  region _  32113 

Proposed  Rules 

Expenses  and  rates  of  assessment: 
Potatoes  (Irish),  grown  In 

California  and  Oreg - 32129 

Milk  marketing  orders: 

Nashville,  Tenn - 32130 


AGRICULTURE  DEPARTMENT 
See  alto  Agricultural  Marketing 
Service;  Animal  and  Plant 
Health  Inspection  Service;  Soil 
Conservation  Service. 

Rules 

Board  of  Contract  Appeals;  orga¬ 
nization  and  functions _ 32109 

ALCOHOL,  TOBACCO,  AND  FIREARMS 
BUREAU 
Proposed  Rules 

Wine  labeling  and  advertising, 
bottles  per  case  requirement. ..  32129 

ANIMAL  AND  PLANT  HEALTH 
INSPECTION  SERVICE 
Rules 

CTharolais  cattle;  recognition  of 

breed  . 32114 

Texas;  deletion  from  list  of  hog 
cholera  free  states _ 32113 

ANTITRUST  DIVISION 
Notices 

Competitive  Impact  statements 
and  proposed  consent  Judg¬ 
ments;  U.S.  versus  listed  com¬ 
panies: 

Orange  County  Travel  Agents 
Association  _ 32144 

ARMY  DEPARTMENT 
Notices 

Committee  establishment: 

Command  and  General  Staff 
College  Advisory  Committee.  32144 

CENSUS  BUREAU 
Rules 

Aircraft  parts  and  supplies;  ship¬ 
ment  for  use  of  aircraft  of  U.S. 
registry  _  32116 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 
Notices 

Hearings,  etc.: 

International  Air  Transport 

Association _ 32154 

Midwest-Atlantlc  Competitive 
.  Sendee  Oase _ 32155 


Nigeria  Airways,  Ltd _ 32155 

Pakistan  International  Airlines 
Corp  _ 32156 

CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 
Rules 

Excepted  service: 

State  Department _ 32109 


COMMERCE  DEPARTMENT 

See  Census  Bureau;  Domestic  and 
International  Business  Admin¬ 
istration;  National  Bureau  of 
Standards. 

COMMUNITY  SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

Rules 

Emergency  Energy  Conservation 
Program;  correction - 32124 

CONSUMER  PRODUCT  SAFETY 
COMMISSION 

Notices 

Petition  denial; 

Glass  containers  for  malt  bev¬ 
erages  _  32157 

DEFENSE  DEPARTMENT 

See  Army  Department;  Engineers 
Corps. 

DEFENSE  MANPOWER  COMMISSION 
Notices 

Meeting  _ 32157 

DOMESTIC  AND  INTERNATIONAL  - 


BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Scientific  articles;  duty-free  en¬ 
try: 

Methodist  Hospitals,  et  al _ 32149 

University  of  Califomia-Loe 
Alamos  Scientific  Laboratory, 

et  al. _ _ 32150 

University  of  Pennsylvania _ 32151 


EDUCATION  OFFICE 

Notices 

Meetings: 

National  Advisory  Council  on 
Vocational  Education _ 32152 

ENGINEERS  CORPS 
Rules 

Ohio  and  Mississippi  Rivers  above 
Cairo,  HI.  and  their  tributaries; 
navigation  and  administration 
of _ 32121 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 
Proposed  Rules 

Pollutants,  analysis;  guidelines 
for  establishing  test  procedures.  32136 
Water  pollution: 

State  continuing  planning  proc¬ 
ess,  policies  and  procedxues; 
water  quality  management 
plans,  preparation _ 32133 


Notices 

Ambient  air  monitoring  reference 

and  equivalent  methods _ 32157 

Pesticide  registration  applications 

(3  documents)..  32157,  32159,  32160 

FEDERAL  ENERGY  ADMINISTRATION 


Proposed  Rules 

Crude  oil,  buy /sell  list  allocation 
and  pricing  rules _  32136 

FEDERAL  HIGHWAY  ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Bayonne  Bridge,  et  al.;  crossing 

tolls . 32152 

Initiation  of  sanctions  proceed¬ 
ings: 

California  _ 32153 

Illinois _ 32153 

Utah _ 32154 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 
Notices 

Agreements  filed : 

Canadian  American  Working 

Agreement _ 32161 

Sidarma-Costa  Joint  Service 

Agreement _  32161 

Environmental  assessment: 

Port  of  New  York _ 32162 

Port  exemption  removed: 

Portland,  Me _  32162 

FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 
Proposed  Rules 

Natural  gas;  national  rates  for 
jurisdictional  sales _  32140 

Notices 

Hearings,  etc.: 

Columbus  &  Southern  Ohio 

Electric  Co _  32162 

Continental  Oil  Co.  (2  docu¬ 
ments) _  32173,  32174 

Detroit  Edison  Co.  and  Con- 

siuners  Power  Co _  32163 

El  Paso  Eastern  Co.,  et  al _ 32166 

Hydroelectric  Project  licenses..  32173 
Marathon  Oil  Co.  (2  docu¬ 
ments)  _  32166,  32172 

Montana  Power  Co _ 32169 

National  Fuel  Gas  Supply  Corp.  32169 

Niagara  Mohawk  Power  Corp _ 32169 

Northwest  Pipeline  Corp _ 32170 

Ohio  Power  Co _ 32170 

Panhandle  Eastern  Pipeline  Co.  32170 
Philadelphia  Electric  Co.  and 
Delmarva  Power  &  Light  Co..  32171 
Public  Service  Co.  of  Colorado..  32171 


Shell  Oil  Co _ ...  32171 

Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp..  32171 
Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line 
Corp  _  32172 


FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 
Notices 

Applications,  etc.: 

F^st  Tennessee  National  Corp..  32174 
State  Street  Boston  Financial 
Corp  _  32175 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  40,  NO.  148 — THURSDAY,  JULY  31,  1975  ill 


CONTENTS 


FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 
Rules 

Prohibited  trade  practices: 
Associated  Dry  Goods  Corp.,  et 
al;  correction _ 


INTERIM  COMPLIANCE  PANEL  (COAL 
MINE  HEALTH  AND  SAFETY) 

Notices 

Applications,  etc.: 

32116  B&SO0..Inc . . 32175 

“  32176 

32175 

32176 
32176 
32176 
32176 


LAND  MANAGEMENT  BUREAU 

Notices 

Applications: 

New  Mexico  (5  dociunents)....  32146 

Wyoming _ _ 32147 

Grazing  district  boundaries: 

Utah . 32147 

LEGAL  SERVICES  CORPORATION 

Notices 

Meetings : 

Committee  on  By-Laws  and 

Regulations _ 32182 

Committee  on  Presidential 
Search  _ 32182 

MANAGEMENT  AND  BUDGET  OFFICE 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Advisory  Committee  on  GNP 
Data  Improvement _ 32182 


FISH  AND  WILDLIFE  SERVICE 

Rules 

Hunting: 

Conboy  National  Wildlife  Ref¬ 
uge,  Wash,  et  al _ ; _ 32126 

Crab  Orchard  National  Wildlife 

Refuge,  ni: _ 32124 

Deer  Flat  National  Wildlife 

Refuge,  Idaho,  et  al _ 32125 

Necedah  National  Wildlife  Ref¬ 
uge,  Wise.,  et  al _ 32121 

Nunivak  National  Wildlife  Ref¬ 
uge,  Alaska  (2  documents)..  32128 
Salton  Sea  National  Wildlife 

Refuge,  Calif.,  et  al _ 32124 

Seedskadee  National  Wildlife 
Refuge,  Wyo.  (2  documents) .  32128 


Eddie  Coal  Co.,  Inc _ 

Hobbs  Bros.  Coal  Co.,  Inc _ 

Little  Rock  Coal  Co _ 

Mary  E  Coal  Co.,  Inc _ 

INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service; 
Geological  Survey;  Indian  Af¬ 
fairs  Bureau;  Land  Manage¬ 
ment  Bureau;  National  Park 
Service. 


Notices 

Environmental  statements;  avail¬ 
ability,  etc.: 

Dinosaur  National  Monument, 
Utah-Colo _ 


NATIONAL  BUREAU  OF  STANDARDS 
32148  Notices 

Meetings: 

Federal  Information  Processing 
Standards  Coordinating  and 
Advisory  Committee _ 32152 


FOOD  AND  DRUG  ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Laser  products;  performance  of..  32251 


INTERNATIONAL  BOUNDARY  AND 
WATER  COMMISSION 

Rules 

Federal  employees;  resp>onsibility 
and  conduct _ 


FOREST  SERVICE 
Notices 

Environmental  statements;  avail¬ 
ability,  etc.: 

Beaver  Creek  Unit - 

Landmark  Planning  Unit - 

Petty  Mountain  Planning  Unit.. 


32116  national  CREDIT  UNION 
ADMINISTRATION 

Rules 

Federal  credit  unions;  organiza¬ 
tion  and  operation  of _  32114 

NATIONAL  FOUNDATION  ON  THE  ARTS 
AND  HUMANITIES 

Notices 

Meetings : 

Advisory  Committee,  Fellow¬ 
ships  Panel _ 32177 

NATIONAL  HIGHWAY  TRAFFIC  SAFETY 
ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Initiation  of  sanctions  proceed¬ 
ings: 

California  _ 32153 

Illinois  _ 32153 

Utah _ 32154 


INTERNATIONAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 
Notices 

Import  and  export  investigations: 

U.S. /Canadian  Automotive 
agreement _ 32176 

GENERAL  SERVICES  ADMINISTRATION  INTERSTATE  COMMERCE  COMMISSION 

Notices  Notices 

Authority  delegation :  Abandonment  of  services : 

Secretary  of  Defense _  32175  Burlington  Northern  Inc:  (3 

documents) _ 32196 

Chicago  and  North  Western 

Transportation  Co _ 32196 

East  Tennessee  and  Western 
North  Carolina  Railroad  Co..  32197 
Louisville  and  Nashville  Rail¬ 
road  Co _ 32197 

Minneapolis,  Anoka,  and  Cu- 

yxma  Range  Railroad  Co _  32211 

32147  Missouri  Pacific  Railroad  Co _  32211 

Southern  Railway  Co _  32211 

Financial  statements: 

Raymond  R.  Manion _ 32212 

Fourth  section  applications  for  re- 


32 148 
32148 
32148 


32175 


GEOLOGICAL  SURVEY 
Notices 

Geothermal  resources  areas 
Oregon - 


HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Ekiucation  Office;  Food 
and  Drug  Administration; 
Health  Services  Administration. 

Rules 

Reimbursement  for  drugs;  limita¬ 
tions  _  32283 


HEALTH  SERVICES  ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Physicians  poll  in  PSRO  Area  XII 
of  Florida _ 32152 


INDIAN  AFFAIRS  BUREAU^ 

Notices 

Judgment  funds;  plan  for  use  and 
distribution: 

Ottawa  Tribe  of  Oklahcuna _ 32145 

Restricted  Indian  lands: 

Menominee  Trust. 


JUSTICE  DEPARTMENT 

See  Antitrust  Division. 


LABOR  DEPARTMENT 

See  Occupational  Safety  and 
32146  Health  Administration. 
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OCCUPATIONAL  SAFETY  AND  HEALTH 
ADMINISTRATION 
Proposed  Rules 
Health  and  safe^  standards: 

Coke  oven  emissions  exposure..  32267 

PANAMA  CANAL 
Proposed  Rules 

Vessels,  measurement ^ _ 32140 

SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 
Proposed  Rules 
Small  business  size  standards: 
Government  timber  sales _  32142 


Notices 

Applications,  etc. : 

H  &  T  Capital  Corp _ 32182 

First  of  Orange  County  Corp _ 32182 

Fonim  Equity  Corp _ 32182 

Disaster  areas: 

Minnesota _ 32182 


SOIL  CONSERVATION  SERVICE 
Notices 

Environmental  statements  on 
watershed  projects: 

Bogota,  Tenn _ 32149 


TRANSPORTATION  DEPARTMENT 

See  Federal  Highway  Administra¬ 
tion;  Naticmal  Highway  Traffic 
Safety  Administration. 


TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Alcohol  Tobacco  and 
Firearms  Bureau. 

Rules 

Office  of  Domestic  Gold  and  Silver 
Operations;  disestablishment 
of . . . . . 32121 


list  of  cfr  ports  affected 


Th«  following  numerical  guide  is  a  list  of  the  parts  of  each  title  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  affected  by  documents  published  in  today's 
Issue.  A  cumulative  list  of  parts  affected,  covering  the  current  month  to  date,  follows  beginning  with  the  second  issue  of  the  nwnth. 

A  cumulative  guide  is  published  separately  at  the  end  of  each  nrtonth.  The  guide  lists  the  parts  and  sections  affected  by  documents  published 
since  January  1,  1974,  and  specifies  how  they  are  affected. 


5  CFR 

213 . . - . 32109 

7  CFR 

24 . . -  32109 

908 _ 32109 

917 . - . . 32110 

946- . - . 32111 

980 _ 32111 

1030 _ 32113 

Proposed  Rules:* 

947 . 32129 

1098 _ _ _ - . 32130 

9  CFR 

76  .  32113 

151 . 32114 

10  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

211  . . - . 32136 

212  . 32136 

12  CFR 

701 . 32114 


13  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 
121.. . . 

15  CFR 

30— . 

16  CFR 

13 . . . 

18  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 


21  CFR 


22  CFR 


27  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 
4 . . 


29  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

32142 

1910 . . 

_  32268 

32116 

31  CFR 

81 _ _ 

.  32121 

93 . . . 

— .  32121 

32116 

33  CFR 

207 _ _ 

_  32121 

32140 

35  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

32140 

135 . . . 

. . 32140 

32140 

40  CFR 

32252 

Proposed  Rules: 

130- . . 

_  32130 

32252 

131. . . . 

_ _ 32130 

136 _ 

_  32136 

32116 

45  CFR 

19 - 

_ _  32284 

1061- . 

. —  32124 

32129 

50  CFR 

32  (9  documents) _ 

.  32124-32128 
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CUMULATIVE  LIST  OF  PARTS  AFFECTED— JULY 


'  The  following  numerical  guide  is  a  list  of  parts  of  each  title  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  affected  by  documents  published  to  date  during  July. 


1  CFR 

305 _  27925 

310 _ _ —  27925 

2  CFR 

102 _ 30793 

3  CFR 

Proclamations: 

4381 _  27637 

Executive  Orders: 

2909  (Revoked  by  PLO  5510) -  27939 

5277  (Revoked  by  PLO  5507) _  27659 

5481  (Revoked  by  PLO  5507) -  27659 

11643  (Amended  by  EO  11870)—  30611 

11861  (Amended  by  EO  11872) _  30619 

11868  (Amended  by  EO  11873) —  30617 


11870  _  30611 

11871  _ 30615,  30915 

11872  _  30619 

11873  _  30617 

11874  _ —  31737 

Memorandums: 

Memorandum  of  June  26,  1975 —  31199 
Memorandums  of  June  30.  1975  (3 
documents) _  31201,  31203,  31205 

4  CFR 

54 _  27929 

5  CFR 

213 _  27639, 

27640,  27929,  28047,  28445,  28806, 
29067,  29811,  29812,  30086.  30269, 
31591, 31925,  32109 

307 _  28445 

550  _  31207 

551  _  27640 

731 _  28047 

Proposed  Rules: 

2470  _ 31636 

2471  _  31636 

7  CFR 

2 _  31941 

6  _  29261 

16 _  31227 

24 _ 32109 

26 _  28785 

29 _  30917,  31591 

210 _  30917,  31941 

220 _ 30922 

246 _  27930 

250 _  31941 

271  _  28786,  29531,  29701 

272  _  28786 

275 _  29531 

354 _  30621 

722 _ 28601 

760 . - _  29067 

'  780 _ 27641 

908 _  28460,  29068,  30091,  30928,  32109 

910 _  28461.  29261,  30269,  31228 

911. . .  28462,  29262,  30270.  31228 


7  CFR — Continued 


915  _  28048.  29068,  29812,  30793 

916  _ 28462,  31592 

917  _ _ _  27930,  28601,  32110 

919 _ 31592 

921  _ 30621 

922  _ 30270 

924 _ 30929 

930 _  27931,  28602,  31739 

944  _  29812,  30794 

945  _  30271 

946  _ 32111 

967 _  29534 

980 _ 32111 

989 _ 31739 

999 _ 29262 

1007 . 31942 

1030 _ 31229,  31942,  32113 

1032  _ 31942 

1033  _  30087,  30794 

1040 _  31943 

1046 _  31943 

1049  _ 31943 

1050  _ 31943 

1060  _  31943 

1061  _ 31943 

1062  _  31943 

1063  _ 31943 

1064  _  27641,  31943 

1065  _  31943 

1068  _  31943 

1069  _  31943 

1070  _  31944 

1071  _ 31944 

1073 _  31944 

1076 _  31944 

1078  _ 31944 

1079  _  31944 

1090 _  31944 

1094 _  31944 

1096  _  31944 

1097  _  31944 

1098  _  31944 

1099  _ 31945 

1102 _  31945 

1104 _  31945 

1106 _  31945 

1108 _  31945 

1120 _  31945 

1126— _ 31945 

1131  _  27642,  30087,  31233,  31945 

1132  _ 31945 

1138  _  31945 

1139  _  31945 

1408 _  29069 

1421 _ 30461, 

30794,  31946,  31949,  31952 

1427 _  30092,  30795 

1434 _  30798 

1438 _ 29813 

1446 . . . .  28787 

1464- .  28603,  28788 

1701 _  31958 

1822. . 28463,  29263 

1823— . 29263,  30930 

1843.. . 27931. 

1845. _ _  30622 

1964 . . . .  27641 


7  CFR — Continued 
Proposed  Rules: 


29 _  29880 

52 . 31607 

719 _ 31609 

722-. . 30274,  30275 

728— . 28093 

775 _ 28093 

911 _  28614 
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Title  5 — Administrative  Personnel 
CHAPTER  I— CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 
PART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE 

Department  of  State 

Section  213.3304  is  amended  to  show 
that  one  position  of  Supervisory  For¬ 
eign  Affairs  Officer  is  excepted  under 
Schedule  C. 

Effective  July  31.  1975,  5  213.3304 
(h)  (3)  is  added  as  set  out  below: 

§  213.3304  Deparlment  of  State. 

«  *  •  •  « 

(h)  Bureau  of  International  Organiza¬ 
tion  Affairs.  •  ♦  • 

(3)  One  Supervisory  Foreign  Affairs 
Officer. 

(6  U.S.C.  3301,  3302;  EO  10577,  3  CFR  1954- 
68  Comp.,  p.  218) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry. 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 

IFR  Doc.75-19888  Filed  7-30^-75:8:45  am) 

Title  7 — ^Agriculture 

SUBTITLE  A— OFFICE  OF  THE 
SECRETARY  OF  AGRICULTURE 

PART  24 — BOARD  OF  CONTRACT  AP¬ 
PEALS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Organization  and  Functions 

The  Board  of  Contract  Appeals  was 
reorganized  with  enlarged  jurisdiction 
effective  September  25.  1974,  under  7 
CFR  24.1  et  seg.  (39  FR  30912,  August  26, 
1974).  Experience  under  the  new  regu¬ 
lations  indicates  that  the  caseload  is  in¬ 
creasing  at  a  substantial  rate  and  that 
an  increase  in  the  number  of  members 
is  warranted  to  permit  expeditious  proc¬ 
essing  of  appeals  while  affording  the 
parties  a  Judicial  remedy  in  the  frame¬ 
work  of  due  process  proceedings  before 
the  Board. 

Accordingly,  5  24.2  Composition  of 
Board  is  amended  to  enlarge  the  number 
of  Board  members  so  that  an  additional 
full-time  attorney  member  and  an  addi¬ 
tional  part-time  member  with  an  engi¬ 
neering  bcu:kground  may  be  designated. 

A  technical  amendment  of  5  24.6  is 
desirable  to  specify  that  correspondence 
and  documents  be  filed  directly  with  the 
Board  rather  than  through  the  Hearing 
Clerk  of  the  Department.  Such  direct 
filing  will  avoid  double  handling  of  ma¬ 
terial  and  should  further  expedite  the 
processing  of  appeals.  Accordingly,  5  24.6 
is  revised  to  delete  reference  to  the  Hear¬ 
ing  Clerk. 

A  clarification  of  the  definition  of 
“contracting  officer  of  the  Forest  Serv¬ 


ice”  for  purposes  of  appeals  under 
§  24.4(e)  is  desirable.  No  substantive 
change  is  Intended.  In  the  case  of  a  con¬ 
tract  dispute  Involving  a  timber  sale  con¬ 
tract,  the  Forest  officer  who  executes  the 
contract  is  ordinarily  the  contracting 
officer  of  the  Forest  Service  whose  deci¬ 
sion  may  be  appealed.  (Tne  exception  to 
this  is  where  the  Forest  officer  executing 
the  contract  is  a  District  Ranger  or  other 
person  subject  to  the  supervision  of  a 
Forest  Supervisor.  In  such  cases,  initial 
review  pursuant  to  36  CFR  211.2  by  the 
Forest  Supervisor  is  required.  If  a  Re¬ 
gional  Forester  executes  a  timber  sale 
contract  as  contracting  officer  and  uti¬ 
lizes  another  Forest  officer  under  his 
supervision  to  administer  the  contract, 
initial  review  by  the  Regional  Forester 
imder  36  CFR  211.2  is  required.  The  deci¬ 
sion  of  the  Regional  Forester  as  contract¬ 
ing  officer  would  then  be  appealable  to 
the  Board.  Of  course,  appeals  to  the 
Board  from  a  decision  of  a  contracting 
officer  of  the  Forest  Service  under  §  24.4 
(e)  must  fall  within  the  Jurisdictional 
limits  prescribed.  Accordingly,  the  defini¬ 
tion  of  contracting  officer  of  the  Forest 
Service  for  appeals  under  §  24.4(e)  as  set 
forth  in  §  24.10(d)  is  revised  for  clarifi¬ 
cation. 

Since  these  amendments  involve  inter¬ 
nal  management  and  technical  clarifica¬ 
tions  without  substantive  change  of 
aiHieal  rights,  it  is  hereby  found  and  de¬ 
termined  that  compliance  with  the  notice 
of  proposed  rulemaking,  public  proce¬ 
dures  and  the  30  day  effective  date 
requirements  of  5  USC  553  is  unneces¬ 
sary  and  contrary  to  the  public  interest. 
These  amendments  shall  b^ome  effective 
upon  July  31, 1975. 

Subpart  A  of  Part  24,  Subtitle  A,  Title 
7  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is 
amended  as  follows: 

1.  The  first  sentence  of  5  24.2  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows : 

§  24.2  Composition  of  Board. 

The  Board  shall  be  composed  of  not 
less  than  four  nor  more  than  seven  mem¬ 
bers  appointed  by  the  Secretary  of  Agrl- 
cultm-e,  one  of  whom  shall  be  designated 
Chairman  and  one  of  whom  shall  be 
designated  Vice-Chairman.  •  *  • 

2.  Section  24.6  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows : 


3.  Section  24.10(d)  is  revised  to  read 
as  foDows:  • 

§  24.10  Definitions. 

•  •  •  *  « 

(d)  “Contracting  officer”  means  any 
person  who  is  designated  as  a  contract¬ 
ing  officer.  For  purposes  of  appeals  under 
5  24.4(e),  “contracting  officer  of  the 
Forest  Service”  means  a  Forest  Super¬ 
visor,  Regional  Forester,  or  the  Chief, 
Forest  Service,  as  the  case  may  be,  who 
is  the  person  designated  as  the  con¬ 
tracting  officer  imder  a  contract. 

(6  U.S.C.  301;  40  U.S.C.  484(c):  sec.  4,  62 
Stat.  1070,  as  amended  (15  U.S.C.  714b);  30 
Stat.  35,  as  amended  (16  U.8.C.  551) ;  50  Stat. 
625,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  1011(f));  secs.  9, 
10,  62  Stat.  1072,  1073  (15  U.S.C.  714g. 
714b).) 

Effective  date:  July  31,  1975. 


Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  on  July  25, 
1975. 


Earl  L.  Butz, 
Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
I  PR  r)oc.75-19878  PUed  7-30-75:8 :45  am  | 


CHAPTER  IX— AGRICULTURAL  MARKET¬ 
ING  SERVICE  (MARKETING  AGREE¬ 
MENTS  AND  ORDERS;  FRUITS,  VEGE¬ 
TABLES,  NUTS),  DEPARTMENT  OF 
AGRICULTURE 

[Valencia  Orange  Reg.  509] 

PART  908— VALENCIA  ORANGES  GROWN 
IN  ARIZONA  AND  DESIGNATED  PART 
OF  CALIFORNIA 

Limitation  of  Handling 

Tliis  regulation  fi>.es  the  quantity  of 
Califomia-Arizona  Valencia  oranges  that 
may  be  shipped  to  fresh  market  during 
the  weekly  regulation  period  August  1-7, 
1975.  It  is  issued  pursuant  to  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 
1937,  as  amended,  and  Marketing  Order 
No.  908.  The  quantity  of  Valencia  oranges 
so  fixed  was  arrived  at  after  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  total  available  supply  of  Va¬ 
lencia  oranges,  the  quantity  of  Valencia 
oranges  currently  available  for  market, 
the  fresh  market  demand  for  Valencia 
oranges,  Valencia  orange  prices,  and  the 
relationship  of  season  average  returns  to 
the  parity  price  for  Valencia  oranges. 

§  908.809  Valenrui  Orange  Regulation 
509. 


§  24.6  Board  lorulion  and  addrots. 

The  Board  of  Contract  Appeals  is  lo¬ 
cated  in  Washington,  D.C.  All  corres¬ 
pondence  and  all  documents  to  be  filed 
with  the  Board  should  be  addressed  to 
th^  Board  of  Contract  Appeals,  United 
States  Department  of  Agriculture,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20250. 


(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the  mar¬ 
keting  agreement,  as  amended,  and  Or¬ 
der  No.  908,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
908) ,  regulating  the  handling  of  Valen¬ 
cia  oranges  grown  in  Arizona  and  desig¬ 
nated  par|,.of  (Tallfomia,  effective  under 
the  applicable  provisions  of  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 
1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674),  and 
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upon  the  basis  of  the  recommendations 
and  information  submitted  by  the  Va- 
loicia  Orange  Administrative  Committee, 
established  imder  the  said  amended  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  order,  and  upon 
other  available  information,  it  Is  hereby 
foimd  that  the  limitation  of  handling 
such  Valencia  oranges,  as  hereinafter 
provided,  will  tend  to  effectuate -the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  act. 

(2)  The  need  for  this  regulation  to 
limit  the  respective  quantities  of  Valen¬ 
cia  oranges  that  may  be  marketed  from 
District  1,  District  2,  and  District  3  dur¬ 
ing  the  ensuing  week  stems  from  the  pro¬ 
duction  and  marketing  situation  con¬ 
fronting  the  Valencia  orange  industry. 

(i)  The  committee  has  submitted  its 
reconunendation  with  respect  to  the 
quantities  of  Valencia  oranges  that 
should  be  marketed  during  the  next  suc¬ 
ceeding  week.  Such  recommendation,  de¬ 
signed  to  provide  equity  of  marketing 
opportunity  to  handlers  in  all  districts, 
resulted  from  consideration  of  the  fac¬ 
tors  enumerated  in  the  order.  The  com¬ 
mittee  further  reports  that  the  fresh 
market  demand  for  Valencia  oranges 
continues  to  weaken  in  the  face  of  a 
continued  increase  in  competing  ship¬ 
ments  of  deciduous  tree  fruits  and 
melons. 

Prices  f.o.b.  averaged  $3.36  per  carton 
on  a  reported  sales  volume  of  647,000  car¬ 
tons  last  week,  compared  with  an  aver¬ 
age  f.o.b.  price  of  $3.41  per  carton  and 
sales  of  700,000  cartons  a  week  earlier. 
Track  and  rolling  supplies  at  295  cars 
were  down  50  cars  from  last  week. 

(ii)  Having  considered  the  recommen¬ 
dation  and  information  submitted  by  the 
committee,  and  other  available  informa¬ 
tion,  the  Secretary  finds  that  the  respec¬ 
tive  quantities  of  Valencia  oranges  which 
may  be  handled  should  be  fixed  as  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth. 

(3)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it  is 
Impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  public 
interest  to  give  preliminary  notice,  en¬ 
gage  in  pid}lic  rule-making  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
regulation  until  30  days  after  publication 
hereof  in  the  Federal  Register  (5  U.S.C. 
553)  because  the  time  intervening  be¬ 
tween  the  date  when  information  upon 
which  this  regulation  is  based  became 
available  and  the  time  when  this  regula¬ 
tion  must  become  effective  in  order  to  ef¬ 
fectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act  is 
insufficient,  and  a  reasonable  time  is  per¬ 
mitted,  under  the  circumstances,  for 
preparation  for  such  effective  time;  and 
good  cause  exists  for  making  the  provi¬ 
sions  hereof  effective  as  hereinafter  set 
forth.  The  committee  held  an  open  meet¬ 
ing  during  the  current  week,  after  giving 
due  notice  thereof,  to  consider  supply 
and  market  conditions  for  Valencia 
oranges  and  the  need  for  regulation;  in¬ 
terested  persons  were  afforded  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  submit  information  and  views 
at  this  meeting;  the  recommendation  and 
supporting  information  for  regulation 
during  the  period  specified  herein  were 
prinnpUy  submitted  to  the  DAartment 
after  such  meeting  was  held;  we  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  regulation,  including  its  ef¬ 
fective  time,  are  identical  with  the  afore¬ 


said  recommendation  of  the  committee, 
and  informatiim  concerning  such  provi¬ 
sions  and  effective  time  has  been  dis¬ 
seminated  among  handlers  of  such  Val¬ 
encia  oranges;  it  is  necessary;  in  order  to 
effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act, 
to  make  this  regulation  effective  during 
the  period  herein  specified;  and  compli¬ 
ance  with  this  regulation  will  not  require 
any  special  preparation  on  the  part  of 
persons  subject  hereto  which  cannot  be 
completed  on  or  before  the  effective  date 
hereof.  Such  committee  meeting  was  held 
on  July  29,  1975. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  The  respective  quanti¬ 
ties  of  Valencia  oranges  grown  in  Arizona 
and  designated  part  of  California  which 
may  be  handled  during  the  period  Au¬ 
gust  1,  1975,  through  August  7,  1975,  are 
hereby  fixed  as  follows: 

(1)  District  1:  160,000  cartons; 

(ii)  District  2:  340,000  cartons; 

(iii)  District  3:  Unlimited  movement. 

(2)  As  used  in  this  section,  “handled", 
“District  1”,  “District  2”,  “District  3", 
and  “carton”  have  the  same  meaning  as 
when  used  in  said  amended  marketing 
agreement  and  order. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  July  30,1975. 

Charles  R.  Brader, 
Deputy  Director.  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  Division.  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Service. 

IFR  Doc.75-20116  Filed  7-30-75:11:45  am] 


I  Pear  Reg.  5] 

PART  917— FRESH  PEARS,  PLUMS,  AND 
PEACHES  GROWN  IN  CALIFORNIA 

Limitation  of  Shipments 

This  regulation,  issued  pursuant  to  the 
amended  marketing  agreement  and  Or¬ 
der  No.  917,  as  amended  (T  CFR  Part 
917),  specifies  certain  grade,  size,  and 
container  marking  requirements  which 
will,  during  the  period  August  1,  1975, 
through  July  31, 1976,  limit  the  handling 
(rf  fresh  California  Bartlett,  Max-Red 
Bartlett,  and  Red  Bartlett  variety  pears 
in  interstate  shipments.  . 

Notice  was  published  in  the  July  10, 
1975,  issue  of  the  Federal  Register  (40 
FR  290871  that  consideration  was  being 
given  to  a  regulation  proposed  by  the 
Pear  Commodity  Committee,  established 
imder  said  marketing  agreement  and  or¬ 
der  which  regulate  the  handling  of  fresh 
pears,  plums,  and  peaches  grown  in  (Cali¬ 
fornia.  This  is  a  regulatory  program  ef¬ 
fective  under  the  applicable  provisions  of 
the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601- 
674).  The  published  proposal  reflected 
the  committee's  appraisal  of  the  1975 
crop  and  the  current  and  prospective 
market  conditions.  The  notice  allowed 
interested  persons  to  submit,  through 
July  22,  1975,  written  data,  views,  or  ar¬ 
guments  pertaining  to  the  proposed  reg¬ 
ulation. 

This  regulation  contains  the  same  reg¬ 
ulatory  provisions  as  the  current  Pear 
Regulation  4  (§  917.435;  39  FR  24625  and 
29169)  which  is  effective  through  July  31, 


1975.  It  reflects  the  Department’s  apprais¬ 
al  of  the  need  for  continued  regulation 
of  the  crop  and  current  and  prospective 
market  conditions.  Seasonal  shipments 
of  fresh  California  pears  from  the  pro¬ 
duction  area  will  be  in  progress  when 
this  regulation  becomes  effective  and  the 
continuation  of  grade  and  size  require¬ 
ments  as  hereinafter  provided  is  designed 
to  prevent  the  handling,  on  and  after 
August  1,  1975,  of  any  such  pears  of  a 
lower  grade  or  a  smaller  size  than  here¬ 
inafter  specified  so  as  to  provide  con¬ 
sumers  with  good  quality  fruit,  consist¬ 
ent  with  the  overall  quality  of  the  crop, 
while  improving  returns  to  the  producers 
pursuant  to  the  decared  policy  of  the  act. 
Continuation  of  the  hereinafter  speci¬ 
fied  requirement  that  pertains  to  con¬ 
tainer  marking  is  designed  to  prevent  de¬ 
ceptive  marketing  practices,  promote 
buyer  confidence,  and  maintain  the  in¬ 
tegrity  of  the  fresh  California  pear  indus¬ 
try. 

One  response  was  received  to  tlie 
notice  of  proposed  regulation.  The  re¬ 
spondent  expressed  the  view  that  (1)  the 
regulation  would  not  be  fair  or  suitable  to 
pears  grown  in  States  other  than  Cali¬ 
fornia  where  different  growing  conditions 
may  prevail,  (2)  establishing  a  require¬ 
ment  of  Size  165  would  favor  better  situ¬ 
ated  California  pear  growers,  and  (3)  the 
size  requirement  would  discriminate 
against  varieties  of  pears  which  tend  to 
grow  smaller  than  others.  The  objection 
apparently  is  based,  in  part,  upon  a  mis¬ 
understanding  inasmuch  as  the  order  is 
applicable  only  to  pears  grown  in  Califor¬ 
nia.  Hence,  any  regulation  under  such 
order  cannot  apply  to  pears  grown  in 
other  States.  With  respect  to  the  re¬ 
spondent’s  view  relating  to  the  sizing 
characteristics  of  different  varieties,  the 
regulation  size  requirements  apply  only 
to  Bartlett-type  pears  (Bartlett,  Red 
Bartlett,  and  Max-Red  Bartlett)  which 
have  similar  sizing  characteristics.  As  to 
the  effect  of  differences  which  may  be 
caused  by  variations  in  orchard  situa¬ 
tions,  it  is  estimated  that  a  very  small 
percentage  of  the  California  pears  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  regulation  would  fail  to  meet 
the  size  requirement  and  the  order  pro¬ 
vides  that  any  grower  who,  because  of 
conditions  beyond  his  control,  would  be 
prevented  by  the  regulation  from  ship¬ 
ping  a  proportion  of  his  pears  equal  to 
the  percentage  permitted  to  be  shipped 
from  his  district  may  obtain  an  exemp¬ 
tion  enabling  him  to  ship  a  proportion 
of  his  pears  equal  to  such  percentage.  It 
is,  therefore,  concluded  that  any  change 
in  the  regulation  based  upon  the  respond¬ 
ent’s  views  would  be  inappropriate. 

After  consideration  of  all  relevant  mat¬ 
ter  presented,  including  the  proposal  set 
forth  in  the  aforesaid  notice,  the  recom¬ 
mendation  and  information  submitted  by 
the  Pear  Commodity  Committee,  and 
other  available  information,  it  is  hereby 
found  and  determined  that  the  regula¬ 
tion  hereinafter  set  forth  is  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  said  marketing 
agreement  and  order  and  will  tend  to  ef¬ 
fectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act. 

It  is  hereby  further  found  that  good 
cause  exists  for  not  postponing  the  ef- 
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fective  date  of  this  regulation  until  30 
days  after  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register  (7  U.S.C.  553)  in  that  (1)  sea¬ 
sonal  shipments  of  fresh  California  pears 
are  currently  regulated  by  Pear  Regula¬ 
tion  4  and  this  Pear  Regiilation  5  would 
continue  r^^ation  on  and  after  August 
1,  1975:  (2)  this  regulation  is  the  same 
as  the  current  regulation  and  the  regu¬ 
lation  proposed  in  the  notice;  (3)  com¬ 
pliance  with  the  regulation  will  not 
require  any  special  preparation  on  the 
part  of  the  persons  subject  thereto  which 
cannot  be  completed  by  the  effective  date 
thereof;  and  (4)  this  regulation  was 
unanimously  recommended  by  Pear 
Commodity  Committee  members  in  an 
open  meeting  at  which  all  interested  per¬ 
sons  were  afforded  an  opportunity  to 
submit  their  views. 

Said  regulation  is  as  follows: 

§  917.439  Pear  Regulation  5. 

Order,  (a)  During  the  period  August  1, 
1975,  through  July  31,  1976,  no  handler 
shall  ship; 

(1)  Bartlett  or  Max-Red  (Max-Red 
Bartlett,  Red  Bartlett)  varieties  of  pears 
which  do  not  grade  at  least  U.S.  Com¬ 
bination,  with  not  less  than  80  percent, 
by  coimt,  of  the  pears  grading  at  least 
U.8.N0. 1; 

(2)  Any  box  or  container  of  Bartlett  or 
Max-Red  (Max-Red,  Red  Bartlett)  va¬ 
rieties  of  pears  unless  such  pears  are  of 
a  size  not  smaller  than  the  size  known 
commercially  as  Size  165;  or 

(3)  Any  box  or  container  of  pears  of 
any  variety  unless  such  box  or  container 
is  stamped  or  otherwise  marked,  in  plain 
sight  and  in  plain  letters,  on  one  out¬ 
side  end  with  the  name  of  the  variety,  if 
known,  or  when  the  variety  is  not  known, 
the  words  “unknown  variety.” 

(b)  Definitions.  (1)  Terms  used  in  the 
amended  marketing  agreement  and  order 
iJisdl,  when  used  herein,  have  the  same 
meaming  as  is  given  to  the  respective 
term  in  said  amended  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  order. 

(2)  “Size  known  commercially  as  Size 
165”  means  a  size  of  pear  that  will  pack 
a  standard  pear  box,  packed  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  specifications  of  a  standard 
pack,  with  165  pears  and  that  a  12-pound 
random  sample,  representative  of  the 
size  of  the  pears  in  tiie  box  or  container, 
contains  not  more  than  43  pears. 

(3)  “Standard  pear  box”  means  the 
container  so  designated  in  Section 
1387.11  of  the  Regulations  of  the  Cali¬ 
fornia  Department  of  Food  and  Agri- 
cultiure. 

(4)  “U.S.  No.  1”,  “U.S.  Combination”, 
and  “standard  pack”  shall  have  the  same 
meaning  as  when  used  in  the  United 
States  Standards  for  Pears  (Summer  and 
FaU),  7  CFR  51.1260-51.1280. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31.  as  amended;  7  UA.C. 
001-874) 

Dated;  July  28, 1975. 

Charles  R.  Brader, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  Division,  Agricul- 
tural  Marketing  Service. 

|FR  Doc.76-20006  POed  7-30-76;8:46  am] 


PART  946— IRISH  POTATOES  GROWN 
IN  WASHINGTON 

PART  980— VEGETABLES;  IMPORT 
REGULATIONS 

Handling  Regulation 

This  regulation  requires  potatoes 
grown  in  the  State  of  Washington  to 
meet  minimum  quality  and  size  require¬ 
ments.  This  should  promote  orderly  mar¬ 
keting  of  such  potatoes  by  keeping  less 
desirable  qualities  and  sizes  from  being 
shipped  to  consumers. 

Notice  of  rule  making  with  respect  to 
a  proposed  handling  regulation,  to  be 
effective  under  Marketing  Agreement  No. 
113  and  Marketing  Order  No.  946,  both 
as  amended  (7  CFR  Part -946),  regu¬ 
lating  the  handling  of  Irish  potatoes 
grown  in  the  State  of  Washingrton,  was 
published  in  the  July  15,  1975,  Federal 
Register  (40  FR  29725).  This  program 
Is  effective  under  the  Agricultui^  Mar¬ 
keting  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  601  et  seq.).  The  no¬ 
tice  afforded  Interested  persons  through 
July  23,  1975,  to  file  written  data,  views 
or  argiunents  pertaining  to  that  proposal. 
None  was  filed. 

The  recommendations  of  the  commit¬ 
tee  reflect  its  appraisal  of  the  composi¬ 
tion  of  the  1975  crop  of  Washington  pota¬ 
toes  and  the  marketing  prospects  for  this 
season.  The  grade,  size,  cleanliness  and 
maturity  requirements  set  forth  herein, 
which  are  the  same  as  those  currently 
in  effect  (39  FR  26885)  through  July  31, 
1975,  are  necessary  to  prevent  potatoes 
of  lesser  maturities,  low  quality,  or  un¬ 
desirable  sizes  from  being  distributed  in 
fresh  market  channels.  They  will  also 
provide  consumers  with  good  quality  po¬ 
tatoes  consistent  with  the  overall  quality 
of  the  crop. 

One  significant  change  from  last  sea¬ 
son’s  requirements  is  to  slightly  relax 
the  comparatively  tight  U.S.  No.  1  re¬ 
quirement  for  potatoes  packed  in  50- 
pound  cartons  by  allowing  a  10  percent 
tolerance  for  damage  due  to  hollow  heart. 
This  problem  usually  occurs  in  the  larger 
size  potatoes — the  predominant  ones 
packed  in  cartons.  Without  this  toler¬ 
ance  these  larger  potatoes  would  have 
to  be  shipped  in  bags  which  provide  less 
protection  to  the  potatoes  and  less  ease 
of  handling. 

Exceptions  are  provided  to  certain  of 
these  requirements  to  recognize  special 
situations  in  which  such  requirements 
would  be  inappropriate  or  unreasonable. 

Shipments  may  be  made  to  certain  spe¬ 
cial  purpose  outlets  without  regard  to 
minimum  grade,  size,  cleanliness,  and 
maturity  requirements  provided  .that 
safeguards  are  used  to  prevent  such  po¬ 
tatoes  from  reaching  unauthorized  out¬ 
lets.  Seed  is  so  exempted  because  require¬ 
ments  for  this  outlet  differ  greatly  from 
those  for  fresh  market.  Shipments  for  use 
as  livestock  feed  are  likewise  exempted. 
Potatoes  grown  in  the  production  area 
may  be  shipped  without  regard  to  the 
aforesaid  requirements  to  specified  loca¬ 
tions  in  Morrow  and  Umatilla  Counties, 
Oregon,  for  grading  and  storing.  Since 
no  purpose  would  be  served  by  regulating 


potatoes  used  for  charity  purposes,  such 
shipments  are  exempt.  Exemption  of 
potatoes  for  most  processing  uses  is  man¬ 
datory  under  the  legislative  authority  for 
this  part  and  therefore  shipments  to 
processing  outlets  are  unregulated. 

Export  requirements  differ  materially, 
on  occasion,  from  domestic  market  re¬ 
quirements.  In  commercial  prepeeling, 
operators  remove  the  surface  defects 
from  potatoes  which  would  be  undesir¬ 
able  for  the  tablestock  market,  and 
smaller  sizes  are  acceptable.  For  these 
reasons  potato^  for  export  and  prepeel¬ 
ing  are  proidded  with  different  re¬ 
quirements. 

Findings.  After  consideration  of  all 
relevant  matter  presented,  including  the 
proposal  set  forth  in  the  aforesaid  no¬ 
tice  which  was  recommended  by  the 
State  of  Washington  Potato  Committee, 
established  pursuant  to  said  marketing 
agreement  and  order,  it  is  hereby  found 
that  the  handling  regulation,  as  herein¬ 
after  set  forth,  will  tend  to  effectuate  the 
declared  policy  of  the  act. 

It  is  hereby  further  foimd  that  good 
cause  exists  for  not  postponing  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  of  this  section  until  30  days 
after  its  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register  (5  U.S.C.  553)  in  that  (1)  ship¬ 
ments  of  potatoes  grown  in  the  produc¬ 
tion  area  will  begin  on  or  about  the  ef¬ 
fective  date  specified  herein,  (2)  to 
maximize  benefits  to  producers,  this 
regulation  should  apply  to  as  many  ship¬ 
ments  as  possible  during  the  marketing 
season,  and  (3)  ccHnpliance  with  this 
regulation,  which  is  similar  to  that  in 
effect  during  previous  marketing  seasons, 
will  not  require  any  special  preparation 
on  the  part  of  persons  subject  thereto 
which  cannot  be  completed  by  August  1, 
1975. 

The  regulation  is  as  follows: 

§  946.330  Handling  regulation. 

During  the  period  August  1,  1975, 
through  July  31,  1976,  no  person  shall 
handle  any  lot  of  potatoes  unless  such 
potatoes  meet  the  requirements  of  para¬ 
graphs  (a),  (b),  (c),  and  (g)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion  or  unless  such  potatoes  are  handled 
in  accordance  with  paragraphs  (d)  and 
(e)  or  (f )  of  this  secUon. 

(a)  Minimum  quality  requirements. 

(1)  Grade:  All  varieties — U.S.  No.  2  or 
better  grade. 

(2)  Size:  (1)  Round  varieties — V/a 
Inches  minimum  diameter. 

(li)  Long  varieties — 2  inches  minimum 
diameter  or  4  ounces  minimum  weight. 

(3)  Cleanliness:  All  varieties — at  least 
“fairly  clean.” 

(b)  Minimum  maturity  requirements. 
(1)  Round  and  White  Rose  varieties: 
Not  more  than  “moderately  skinned.” 

(2)  Other  Long  varieties  including 
but  not  limited  to  Russet  Burbank  and 
Norgold) :  Not  more  than  “slightly 
skinned.” 

(c)  Pack.  Potatoes  packed  in  50-pound 
cartons  shall  be  U.S.  No.  1  grade  or  bet¬ 
ter.  except  that  potatoes  which  fail  to 
meet  the  U.S.  No.  1  grade  only  because 
of  hollow  heart  may  be  shiiH>ed  provided 
the  lot  contains  not  more  than  10  percent 
damage  by  hollow  heart,  or  not  more 
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than  five  percent  serious  damage  by 
internal  defects. 

(d)  Special  purpose  shipments.  The 
minimum  grade,  size,  cleanliness,  ma¬ 
turity  and  pack  requirements  set  forth 
in  paragrsqphs  (a),  (b),  and  (c)  of  this 
section  shall  not  be  applicable  to.  ship¬ 
ments  of  potatoes  for  any  of  the  follow¬ 
ing  purposes. 

(1)  Livestock  feed; 

(2)  Charity; 

(3)  Export; 

(4)  Seed; 

(5)  Prepeeling; 

(6)  Canning,  freezing,  and  “other 
processing”  as  hereinafter  defined;  or 

(7)  Grading  or  storing  at  any  specified 
location  in  Morrow  and  Umatilla  Coun¬ 
ties  in  the  State  of  Oregon. 

Shipments  of  potatoes  for  the  pm'poses 
specified  in  subparagraphs  (1),  (2), 
(4),  (5),  (6).  and  (7)  of  this  paragraph 
shaJi  be  exempt  from  inspection  re¬ 
quirements  speiufied  in  paragraidi  (g) 
of  this  section  and  shipments  specified 
in  paragraphs  (d)  (1),  (2),  (4),  and  (6) 
be  exempt  from  assessment  re¬ 
quirements  q^ecified  in  8  946.41.  Pro¬ 
vided:  That  shipments  pursuant  to  sub- 
paragraph  (d)(7)  shall  comply  with  in- 
spectkMi  requirements  of  (e)(2)  of  this 
section. 

(e)  Safeguards.  (1)  Handlers  desiring 
to  make  shipments  of  potatoes  for  ex¬ 
port  or  prepeeling  shall: 

(1)  Notify  the  committee  of  intent  to 
ship  potatoes  by  applying  on  forms  fur¬ 
nish^  by  the  committee  for  a  certificate 
applicaUe  to  such  special  purpose  ship¬ 
ments; 

(ii)  Pr^tare  on  forms  furnished  by  the 
committee  a  special  piupose  shipment 
report  on  each  such  shipment.  The  han¬ 
dler  shall  forward  copies  of  each  such 
special  purpose  shipment  report  to  the 
committee  ofi^e  and  to  the  receiver  with 
instructions  to  the  receiver  that  he  sign 
and  return  a  copy  to  the  committee  of¬ 
fice.  Failure  of  the  handler  or  receiver 
to  report  such  shipments  by  promptly 
.signing  and  returning  the  applicable 
special  purpose  shipment  report  to  the 
committee  office  shall  be  cause  for  can¬ 
cellation  of  such  handler’s  certificate  ap¬ 
plicable  to  such  special  purpose  ship¬ 
ments  and/or  the  receiver’s  eligibility  to 
receive  further  shipments  pursuant  to 
such  certificate.  Upon  cancellation  of 
such  certificate,  the  handler  may  appeal 
to  the  committee  for  reconsideration. 
Such  appeal  shall  be  in  writing. 

(iii)  B^ore  diverting  any  such  special 
piupose  shipment  from  the  receiver  of 
record  as  previously  furnished  to  the 
committee  by  the  handler  such  handler 
shall  submit  to  the  committee  a  revised 
special  purpose  shipment  report. 

(2)  Handlers  desiring  to  make  ship¬ 
ments  fm:  grading  or  storing  at  any 
specified  location  in  Morrow  and  Uma¬ 
tilla  Counties  in  the  State  of  Oregon 
shall: 

(1)  Notify  the  committee  of  intent  to 
so  ship  potatoes  by  apidying  on  forms 
furnished  by  the  committee  for  a  certif¬ 
icate  applicable  to  such  special  purpose 
shipment  Upon  receiving  such  applica- 


ti(m,  the  committee  shall  supply  to  the 
handler  the  appropriate  certificate  after 
it  has  determined  that  adequate  facili¬ 
ties  exist  to  accommodate  such  ship¬ 
ments  and  that  such  potatoes  will  be  used 
only  for  authorized  purposes; 

(li)  If  reshipment  is  for  any  purpose 
other  than  as  specified  in  paragraph  (d) 
of  this  section,  each  handler  desiring  to 
make  reshipment  of  potatoes  which  have 
been  graded  or  stored  shall,  prior  to  re¬ 
shipment,  cause  each  such  shipment  to 
be  inspected  by  an  authorized  represent¬ 
ative  of  the  Federal-State  Inspection 
Service.  Such  shipments  must  comply 
with  the  minimum  grade,  size,  cleanli¬ 
ness,  maturity,  and  pack  requirements 
specified  in  paragraphs  (a) ,  (b) ,  and  (c) 
of  this  section; 

(iii)  If  reshipment  is  for  any  of  the 
purposes  specified  in  paragraph  (d)  of 
this  section,  each  handler  making  re¬ 
shipment  of  potatoes  which  have  been 
graded  or  stored  shall  do  so  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  applicable  safeguard  re¬ 
quirements  specified  in  paragraph  (e)  of 
this  section. 

(3)  Each  person  desiring  to  transport 
potatoes  for  grading  or  storing  to  points 
in  District  No.  5  or  to  Spokane  County 
in  District  No.  1  shall  apply  to  the  com¬ 
mittee  for  and  obtain  a  special  purpose 
certificate  authorizing  such  movement. 

(4)  Each  handler  making  shipments 
of  potatoes  for  canning,  freezing,  or 
“other  processing”  pursuant  to  para¬ 
graph  (d)  of  this  section  shall: 

(1)  First  apply  to  the  committee  for 
and  obtain  a  Certificate  of  Privilege  to 
make  shipments  for  processing; 

(li)  Make  shipments  only  to  those 
firms  whose  names  appear  on  the  com¬ 
mittee’s  list  of  canners,  freezers,  or  other 
processors  of  potato  products  main¬ 
tained  by  the  committ^,  or  to  persons 
not  on  the  list  provided  the  handler 
furnishes  the  committee,  prior  to  such 
shipment,  evidence  that  the  receiver  may 
reasonably  be  expected  to  use  the  pota¬ 
toes  only  for  canning,  freezing,  or  other 
processing. 

(iii)  Upon  request  by  the  committee, 
furnish  repKJrts  of  each  shipment  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  applicable  Certificate  of 
Privilege; 

(iv)  Mail  to  the  office  of  the  committee 
a  copy  of  the  bill  of  lading  for  each  Cer¬ 
tificate  of  Privilege  shipment  promptly 
after  the  date  of  shipment; 

(V)  Bill  each  shipment  directly  to  the 
applicable  processor. 

(5)  Each  receiver  of  potatoes  for 
processing  pursuant  to  paragraph  (d)  of 
this  section  shall: 

(i)  Complete  and  return  an  applica¬ 
tion  form  for  consideration  of  approval 
as  a  canner,  freezer,  or  other  processor 
of  potato  products; 

(ii)  Certify  to  the  committee  and  to 
the  Secretary  that  potatoes  received 
from  the  production  area  for  processing 
will  be  used  for  such  piurpose  and  will 
not  be  placed  in  fresh  market  chan¬ 
nels; 

(iii)  Report  on  shipments  received  as 
the  committee  may  require  and  the  Sec¬ 
retary  approve. 


(f)  Minimum  quantity  exception. 
Each  handler  may  ship  up  to,  but  not  to 
exceed  five  hundredweight  of  potatoes 
any  day  without  regard  to  the  inspec¬ 
tion  and  assessment  requirements  of  this 
part,  but  this  exception  shall  not  apply 
to  any  shipment  over  five  hundred¬ 
weight  of  potatoes. 

(g)  Inspection.  Except  when  relieved 
by  paragraphs  (d)  or  (f )  of  this  section, 
no  handler  may  handle  any  potatoes 
regulated  hereunder  unless  an  appro¬ 
priate  inspection  certificate  has  been  is¬ 
sued  by  an  authorized  representative  of 
the  Federal-State  Inspection  Service 
with  respect  thereto  and  the  certificate 
is  valid  at  the  time  of  shipment. 

(h)  Definitions.  The  terms  “U.S.  No. 
2,”  “fairly  clean,”  “slightly  skinned”  and 
“moderately  skinned”  shall  have  the 
same  meaning  as  when  used  in  the  United 
States  Standards  for  Grades  of  Potatoes 
(§§  51.1540—51.1566  of  this  title),  in¬ 
cluding  the  tolerances  set  forth  there¬ 
in.  The  term  “prepeeling”  means  potatoes 
which  are  clean,  sound,  fresh  tutors  pre¬ 
pared  commercially  in  the  prepe^ng 
plant  by  washing,  removal  of  the  outer 
skin  or  peel,  trimming,  and  sorting  pre¬ 
paratory  to  sale  in  one  or  more  of  the 
styles  ol  peeled  potatoes  described  in 
§  52.2422  (United  States  Standards  for 
Grades  of  Peeled  Potatoes  §§  52.2421 — 
52.2433  of  this  title).  The  term  “other 
processing”  has  the  same  meaning  as  the 
term  appearing  in  the  act  and  Includes, 
but  is  not  restricted  to,  potatoes  for  de¬ 
hydration,  chips,  shoestrings,  starch  and 
fiour.  It  includes  the  application  of  heat 
or  cold  to  such  an  extent  that  the  natural 
form  or  stability  of  the  commodity  under¬ 
goes  a  substantial  change.  The  act  of 
peeling,  cooling,  slicing,  or  dicing,  or  ap¬ 
plying  material  to  prevent  oxidation  does 
not  constitute  “other  processing.”  Other 
terms  used  in  this  section  have  the  same 
meaning  as  when  used  in  the  marketing 
agreement,  as  amended  and  this  part. 

(i)  Applicability  to  imports.  Pursuant 
to  §  8e  of  the  act  and  §  980.1  “Import 
regulations”  (7  C7FR  980.1),  Irish  pota¬ 
toes  of  the  red  skinned  round  type  im¬ 
ported  during  the  months  of  July  and 
August  in  the  effective  period  of  this  sec¬ 
tion  shall  meet  the  minimum  grade, 
size,  quality  and  maturity  requirements 
for  roimd  varieties  specified  in  para¬ 
graphs  (a)  and  (b)  of  this  section. 

(Secs.  I-IB,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  TT.S.C. 
601-674.) 

It  is  hereby  certified  that  the  economic 
and  infiationary  impacts  of  this  pro¬ 
posed  regulation  have  been  carefully 
evaluated  with  OMB  Circular  A-107. 

Dated  July  28,  1975,  to  become  effec¬ 
tive  August  1, 1975, 

Charles  R.  Brader, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Veg¬ 
etable  Division.  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 

(PR  Doc.75-20006  Filed  7-30-75:8:45  am) 
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CHAPTER  X— AGRICULTURAL  MARKET¬ 
ING  SERVICE  (MARKETING  AGREE¬ 
MENTS  AND  ORDERS;  MILK),  DEPART¬ 
MENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

I  Milk  Order  No.  30;  Docket  No.  AO-3ei-A14] 

PART  1030— MILK  IN  THE  CHICAGO 
REGIONAL  MARKETING  AREA 

Order  Amending  Order 
Findings  and  Determinations 

The  findings  and  determinations  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth  are  supplementary  and 
in  addition  to  the  findings  and  deter¬ 
minations  previously  made  in  connection 
with  the  issuance  of  the  aforesaid  order 
and  of  the  previously  Issued  amendments 
thereto;  and  all  of  the  said  previous  find¬ 
ings  and  determinations  are  hereby  rati¬ 
fied  and  affirmed,  except  Insofar  as  such 
findings  and  determinations  may  be  in 
confiict  with  the  findings  and  determina¬ 
tions  set  forth  herein. 

(a)  Findings  upon  the  basis  of  the 
hearing  record.  Pursuant  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7 
U.S.C.  601  et  seq.),  and  the  applicable 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  governing 
the  formulation  of  marketing  agreements 
and  marketing  orders  (7  CPR  Part  900), 
a  public  hearing  was  held  upon  certain 
proposed  amendments  to  the  tentative 
marketing  agreement  and  to  the  order 
regulating  the  handling  of  milk  in  the 
Chicago  Regional  marketing  area. 

Upon  the  basis  of  the  evidence  intro¬ 
duced  at  such  hearing  and  the  record 
thereof,  it  is  found  that: 

(1)  The  said  order  as  hereby  amended, 
and  all  of  the  terms  and  conditions 
thereof,  will  tend  to  effectuate  the 
declared  policy  of  the  Act; 

(2)  The  parity  prices  of  milk,  as  deter¬ 
mined  pursuant  to  section  2  of  the  Act, 
are  not  reasonable  in  view  of  the  price  of 
feeds,  available  supplies  of  fee^,  and 
other  economic  conditions  which  affect 
market  supply  and  demand  for  milk  in 
the  said  marketing  area,  and  the  mini¬ 
mum  prices  specified  in  the  order  as 
hereby  amend^,  are  such  prices  as  will 
reflect  the  aforesaid  factors,  insure  a 
sufficient  quantity  of  pure  and  whole¬ 
some  milk,  and  be  in  the  public  interest; 
and 

(3)  The  said  order  as  hereby  amended, 
regulates  the  handling  of  milk  in  the 
same  manner  as,  and  is  applicable  only 
to  persons  in  the  respective  classes  of 
industrial  or  commercial  activity  speci¬ 
fied  in,  a  marketing  agreement  upon 
which  a  hearing  has  been  held. 

(b)  Additional  findings.  It  is  necessary 
in  the  public  interest  to  make  this  order 
amending  the  order  effective  not  later 
than  August  1,  1975.  Any  delay  beyond 
that  date  would  tend  to  disrupt  the 
orderly  marketing  of  milk  in  the  market¬ 
ing  area. 

The  provisions  of  this  order  are  known 
to  handlers.  The  recommended  decision 
of  the  Associate  Administrator  was 
issued  July  8,  1975,  and  the  decision  of 
the  Assistant  Secretary  containing  all 
amendment  provisions  of  this  order  was 
Issued  July  23,  1975.  The  changes  ef¬ 
fected  by  this  order  will  not  require 
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extensive  preparation  or  substantial 
alteration  in  method  of  operation  for 
handlers.  In  view  of  the  foregoing,  it  is 
hereby  found  and  determined  that  good 
cause  exists  for  making  this  order 
amending  the  order  effective  August  1, 
1975,  and  that  it  would  be  contrary  to 
the  public  interest  to  delay  the  effective 
date  of  this  amendment  for  30  days  after 
its  publication  in  the  Federal  R^dster. 
(Sec.  553(d),  Administrative  Procedure 
Act,  5  U.S.C.  551-559) 

(c)  Determinations.  It  is  hereby  de¬ 
termined  that: 

(1)  The  refusal  or  failure  of  handlers 
(excluding  cooperative  associations 
specified  in  section  8c  (9)  of  the  Act)  of 
more  than  50  percent  of  the  milk,  which 
is  marketed  within  the  marketing  area, 
to  sign  a  proposed  marketing  agreement, 
tends  to  prevent  the  effectuation  of  the 
declared  p>ollcy  of  the  Act; 

(2)  The  Issuance  of  this  order, 
amending  the  order,  is  the  only  practical 
means  pursuant  to  the  declared  policy  of 
the  Act  of  advancing  the  Interests  of 
producers  as  defined  in  the  order  as 
hereby  amended;  and 

(3)  The  Issuance  of  the  order  amend¬ 
ing  the  order  is  approved  or  favored  by 
at  least  two-thirds  of  the  producers  who 
during  the  determined  representative 
period  were  engaged  in  the  production 
of  milk  for  sale  in  the  marketl^  area. 

Order  Relative  to  Handling 

It  is  therefore  ordered.  That  on  and 
after  the  effective  date  hereof,  the 
handling  of  milk  in  the  CThicago  Re^onal 
marketing  area  shall  be  in  conformity 
to  and  in  compliance  with  the  terms  and 
conditions  of  the  aforesaid  order,  as 
amended,  and  as  hereby  further 
amended,  as  follows: 

1.  Revise  S  1030.7(b)(4),  Introductory 
text,  and  (b)  (7)  (ill)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1030.7  Pool  plant. 

«  •  •  •  • 

(b)  *  *  * 

(4)  Such  percentage  shall  be  not  less 
than  SO  for  September,  35  for  each  of  the 
months  October  and  November.  25  for 
December,  and  20  for  all  other  months 
except  that  a  plant  that  was  a  pool  plant 
pursuant  to  this  paragraph  during  each 
of  the  months  August  through  March 
shall  be  a  pool  plant  for  each  of  the  fol¬ 
lowing  months  of  April  through  July, 
unless:  •  •  * 

•  •  •  •  • 

(7)  •  *  • 

(ill)  Eku:h  plant  in  a  unit  ships  or 
transships  to  plants  specified  in  para¬ 
graph  (b)(1)  of  this  section  the  follow¬ 
ing  percentages  of  its  producer  milk:  15 
in  each  of  the  months  of  September. 
October,  and  November;  10  In  each  of 
the  months  of  August,  December,  and 
January,  February,  and  March.  If  for 
any  month  a  plant  does  not  meet  the  in¬ 
dividual  plant  shipping  percentage,  that 
plant  shall  be  excluded  from  the  unit; 
•  •  •  «  • 

2.  Revise  §  1030.13(e)  (1)  to  read  as 
follows: 
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§  1030.13  Producer  milk. 

«  •  •  S  • 

(e)  •  •  • 

(1)  Milk  of  a  producer  diverted  for 
the  accoimt  of  the  operator  of  a  pool 
plant,  a  handler  described  in  g  1030.- 
9(b),  that  does  not  exceed  twice  the 
quantity  of  such  producer’s  milk  re¬ 
ceived  in  the  pool  plant  from  which  di¬ 
verted  during  ecu:h  of  the  months  of 
September,  October,  and  November;  and 
during  each  of  the  months  of  December 
through  August  does  not  exceed  four 
times  such  quantity  received.  No  diver¬ 
sion  limit  shall  apply  during  the  months 
of  April  through  July  for  a  producer 
who  delivered  to  a  pool  plant  ’anytime 
during  the  prior  August-December  pe¬ 
riod  and  subsequently  maintained  pro¬ 
ducer  status  without  interruption  of 
more  than  30  consecutive  days; 

*  •  •  •  • 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  (7 
U.S.C.  601-674) ) 

Effective  date.  August  1.  1975. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July  28, 
1975. 

Richard  L.  Feltner, 
Assistant  Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.76-19870  Piled  7-30-76:8:46  am] 


Title  9 — ^Animals  and  Animal  Products 

CHAPTER  I— ANIMAL  AND  PLANT  HEALTH 
INSPECTION  SERVICE,  DEPARTMENT 
OF  AGRICULTURE 

PART  76— HOG  CHOLERA  AND  OTHER 
COMMUNICABLE  SWINE  DISEASES 

Deletion  of  Texas  From  List  of  Hog  Cholera 
Free  States 

This  amendment  removes  the  State  of 
Texas  from  the  list  of  Hog  Cholera  Free 
States  in  9  CTFH  76.2(g) ,  as  amended,  be¬ 
cause  of  the  secondary  spread  of  bog 
cholera  within  that  State.  This  action 
is  deemed  necessary  to  prevent  the  fur¬ 
ther  spread  of  the  disease.  The  special 
provisions  in  9  CFR  Part  76,  as  amended, 
pertaining  to  the  interstate  movement  of 
swine  and  swine  products  from  Eradica¬ 
tion  and  Free  States  are  no  longer  ap¬ 
plicable  to  Texas.  However,  the  general 
provisions  contained  in  9  CFR  Part  76,  as 
amended,  pertaining  to  the  Interstate 
movement  of  swine  and  swine  products 
from  nonquarantined  areas  apply  to  the 
State  of  Texas. 

Accordingly,  Part  76,  Title  9,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  as  amended,  re¬ 
stricting  the  Interstate  movement  of 
swine  and  certain  products  because  of 
hog  cholera  and  other  communicable 
swine  diseases,  is  hereby  amended  In  the 
following  respect: 

§  76.2  [Amended] 

In  g  76.2,  In  paragraph  (g)  the  name 
of  the  State  of  Texas  is  deleted. 

(Secs.  4-7,  23  Stat.  32,  as  amended;  secs.  1 
and  2,  32  Stat.  791-792,  as  amend^;  secs. 
1-4,  33  Stat.  1264.  1266,  as  amended;  sec.  1, 
76  Stat.  481;  secs.  3  and  11,  76  Stat.  180,  182 
(21  DJB.O.  111-113.  114g.  116,  117,  120,  121, 
138-126.  134b,  1341):  87  FR  28464,  28477; 
38  FR  19141). 
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Effective  date.  forecoinc  amend¬ 
ment  shall  become  effective  on  July  25. 
1975. 

The  amendment  imposes  certain  fur¬ 
ther  restrictions  necessary  to  prevent 
the  interstate  spread  of  hog  diolera,  and 
must  be  made  effecttre  immediately  to 
accomifftsh  its  purpose  in  the  public  In¬ 
terest.  It  does  not  appear  that  public 
interest.  It  does  not  appear  that  public 
participation  in  this  rulemaking  pro¬ 
ceeding  would  make  additional  rrievant 
information  avaffable  to  the  D^mrt- 
ment. 

Accordingly,  under  the  administrative 
procedure  provisions  in  5  U.S.C.  553,  it 
is  found  upon  good  cause  that  notice  and 
other  public  procedure  with  respect  to 
the  amendment  are  imimtcticable,  im- 
necessaiy  and  contrary  to  the  public  in¬ 
terest,  and  good  cause  is  found  for  mak¬ 
ing  it  effeetive  less  than  90  days  after 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Dixie  at  Washington.  DiC.,  this  25th 
day  of  July,  1975. 

J.  K.  Aiwell. 

Acting  Deputy  Administrator. 
Animal  and  PUsnt  Health  In¬ 
spection  Service.  Veterinary 
Services. 

IFR  DOC.7S-19874  PHed  7-30-75;8:45  am] 


PART  151— RECOGNITION  OF  BREEDS 

AND  BOOKS  OF  RECORD  OF  PUREBRED 

ANIMALS 

Recognized  Breeds  and  Boolia  of  Record 

Statement  of  considerations.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  amendment  la  to  incdude 
Charolals  cattle  in  the  listing  of  recog¬ 
nised  breeds  and  to  add  the  full  French 
book  of  record  of  the  Canadian  Charolais 
AssocitUion  in  9  CFR  151.9.' An  examl- 
naticxi  has  been  made  by  the  Animal  and 
Plant  Health  Inspection  Service  of  the 
bound,  machine  printout  records  and 
the  rules  of  entry  fmr  ttie  registration  of 
Charolals  eattle  In  Canada,  and  it  has 
been  determined  that  these  rules  and 
records  are  complete  and  adequate  to 
provide  a  sufficient  pedigree  ccaiificate 
to  meet  the  requir«nents  of  9  CFR  Part 
151. 

Accordkigly,  in  8  151J1,  a  new  para¬ 
graph  (b>  (5)  is  added  to  read: 

§  151.9  RfTognizeal  breeds  imd  book#  of 
record. 

(b)  *  *  * 

(5)  Charolais  cattle  in  Canada  (Code 
1112).  The  full  Frendi  book  of  record  of 
the  Canadian  Charolals  Association, 
Calgary,  Alberta,  Canada,  is  recognized 
for  the  Charolais  breed  registered 
therein. 

•  •  •  *  • 

(Sec.  101,  76  Stat.  72.  Item  100.01,  Title  1. 
Tariff  Act  of  1930.  aa  amended;  (IS  UA.C. 
1202,  Item  100.01);  37  FR  28464.  28477;  38 
FR  19141.) 

Effscdvft  date.  The  foregohig  amend¬ 
ment  shall  become  effective  on  August  1, 
1975. 

The  eflbet  at  the  amendent  Is  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  daty-ttee  entry  of  certain  pure¬ 
bred  animals  and.  In  order  to  be  of  maxi¬ 


mum  benefit  to  persons  desiring  to  im¬ 
port  such  animals,  the  amendment 
should  be  made  effective  {x-omptly  to  be 
of  iTHMritmirn  benefit  to  affected  persons. 
It  does  not  appear  that  public  participa¬ 
tion  in  this  rulemaking  proceeding  would 
make  additional  relevant  information 
available  to  the  Department. 

Accordingly,  under  the  administrative 
proix^ure  provisions  in  5  nH.C.  553,  it 
is  found  upxxi  good  cause  that  notice  and 
other  public  procedure  with  respect  to 
the  amoidment  are  impracticable  and 
contrary  to  the  public  interest,  and  good 
cause  is  found  for  making  the  amend¬ 
ment  effective  less  than  30  days  after 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  28th 
day  of  Jtdy  1975. 

J.  K.  Atwell, 

Acting  Deputy  Administrator. 
Veterinary  Services.  Animal 
and  Plant  Health  Inspection 
Service. 

|F&  Doc.75-19960  Ftlad  7-30-75;8:45  am] 

Title  12 — Banks  and  Banking 

CHAPTER  VII — NATIOffAL  CREDIT  UNION 
ADMINISTRATION 

PART  701— ORGANIZATION  AND  OPER¬ 
ATION  OF  FEDERAL  CREDIT  UNIONS 

Revision  and  Adoption  of  Proposals 

On  pages  4321-4322  of  the  January  29, 
1975,  edition  of  the  Federal  Register  (40 
FR  4321-4322)  there  was  published  a 
proposal  to  revise  and  amend  88  701.27-1 
and  701.27-2  (12  (TPR  701.27-1  and 
701.27-2),  The  purpose  of  the  proposed 
amendments  is  to  provide  authority  to 
Federal  credit  unions  and  accounting 
service  centers  utilizing  data  processing 
to  lease  or  sell  their  software  and  to  sell 
data  processing  capacity  in  excess  of 
their  own  immediate  needs.  Interested 
persons  were  given  until  February  28, 
1975,  to  submit  written  comments,  sug¬ 
gestions,  or  objections  regarding  the  pro¬ 
posal.  As  a  result  of  the  comments  and 
further  reflew  by  the  Administration, 
the  following  changes  have  been  made: 

(1)  Section  701.27-1  is  amended  by: 

(a)  Deleting  paragraph  (a)  (2) ; 

(b)  Adding  in  the  first  sentence  of 
paragraph  (e)  after  the  word  “Is”  and 
before  the  word  “owned”  the  language 
“the  sponsor  of  such  credit  union  or  is”; 

(c)  Deleting  the  period  at  the  end  of 
the  second  sentence  in  paragraph  (e) 
and  inserting  a  (xxnma  in  lieu  thereof 
and  adding  the  language  “unless  the 
vendor,  who  is  also  the  sponsor  of  the 
credit  unicxi,  regularly  onploys  such  of¬ 
ficial  or  employee.”; 

(d>  Adding  in  the  first  s^tence  of 
paragraph  (f)  a  period  after  the  word 
“software”;  deleting  the  remaining  por¬ 
tion  of  that  sentmee  and  in  lieu  thereof 
adding  the  language.  “It  may  also  sell 
data  processing  capacity  in  excess  of  its 
own  immediate  needs;  however,  total 
proceeds  derived  from  the  sale  of  such 
excess  capacity  shall,  unless  otherwise 
provided  for  by  the  Administrator,  be 
limited  to  ten  percent  (10%)  (ff  its  total 
operating  income.”;  and 


(e)  Deleting  in  the  second  sentence  of 
paragraph  (f )  the  word  “Administrator” 
and  inserting  the  words  “Regional  Direc¬ 
tor”  in  lieu  thereof. 

(2)  Section  701.27-2  is  amended  by: 

(a)  Redefining  in  paragraph  (a)  the 
term  “accounting  ser^ce  center”  to  read 
“  ‘Accounting  service  center*  means  that 
entity  whiidi  provides  data  processing 
services  exclusively.”,  and  the  term 
“gross  Income”  to  read  “  ‘Gross  income* 
means  the  gross  billings  for  an  account¬ 
ing  service  center’s  data  processing  serv¬ 
ices  to  participating  credit  imions.”; 

(b)  Adding  to  paragraph  (a)  a  new 
paragraph  to  read  as  follows:  “(4)  ‘Par¬ 
ticipating  credit  unions’  means  those 
credit  unions  which  have  a  proportionate 
ownership  in  the  accounting  service 
center.”; 

(c)  Adding  in  the  first  sentence  of 
paragraph  (c)  a  period  after  the  word 
“software”;  deleting  the  remaining  por¬ 
tion  of  that  sentence  and  in  lien  thereof 
adding  the  language,  “It  may  also  sdl 
data  processing  capacity  in  excess  of  the 
Immediate  needs  of  toe  participating 
credit  unions;  however,  gross  income 
derived  from  toe  sale  of  such  excess 
capacity  shall  unless  otherwise  provided 
for  by  toe  Administrator,  be  limited  to 
twenty  percent  (20%)  of  gross  income.”; 

(d)  Deleting  in  toe  last  sentence  of 
paragraph  (c)  the  word  “should”  and 
inserting  in  lieu  thereof  toe  word 
“shaU.”: 

(e)  Deleting  in  toe  second  sentence  of 
paragraph  (d)  toe  word  “cost”  and  sub¬ 
stituting  “purchase”  in  lieu  thereof;  de¬ 
leting  toe  word  “its”  and  substituting  toe 
word  “toe”  In  lieu  thereof;  and  adding 
at  toe  end  thereof  toe  language,  “of  toe 
purchasing  Federal  credit  union.”;  and 

(D  Deleting  in  paragraph  (f)  toe 
words  “or  employee.” 

Purpose  op  Revisions 

Section  701.27-1.  ‘The  term  “gross  in¬ 
come”  was  deleted  as  it  was  determined 
that  toe  proposed  definition  could  give 
rise  to  interpretations  that  would  be  in¬ 
consistent  with  the  new  accotmtlng  prln- 
eii^es  and  procedures.  Additionally, 
inclusion  of  toe  definition  created  com¬ 
plications  in  ascertaining  toe  maximum 
amount  of  excess  data  processing  ca¬ 
pacity  which  could  be  sold.  It  was  not 
intended  that  tote  total  proceeds  derived 
from  toe  sale  of  excess  capacity  would 
be  included  in  toe  formula  necessary  in 
computing  toe  total  amount  of  excess 
capacity  which  could  be  sold,  i.e.,  ten 
percent  (10%)  of  the  credit  union’s  total 
operating  inemne.  Subsection  (e)  was 
amwided  to  provide  for  toe  situation 
where  the  Federal  credit  union  utilizes 
toe  data  processing  facilities  of  its  spon¬ 
sor.  Paragraph  (f)  was  amended  to  per¬ 
mit  a  Federal  credit  union  to  sell  or  lease 
its  software  without  regard  to  the  re¬ 
striction  imposed  on  toe  sale  of  excess 
capacity.  This  revision  is  designed  to 
authorize  a  Federal  credit  union  to  re¬ 
coup  costs  necessary  in  developing  a  data 
processing  program.  It  is  not  intended  to 
encourage  or  authorize  a  program  to 
market  the  software,  as  such  an  activity 
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would  not  be  within  the  incidental 
powers  of  a  Federal  credit  union. 

Section  70U7-2.  The  purpose  of  this 
section  is  to  authorise  participating 
credit  unions  to  establish  an  accounting 
service  center  which  win  provide  data 
processing  services,  as  that  term  is  de¬ 
fined.  The  proposed  definition  of  an  ac¬ 
counting  service  center  would  have  per¬ 
mitted  the  accounting  service  center  to 
enter  into  oilier  tsrpes  of  Mtivities.  As 
regulations  cannot  be  utilized  to  provide 
authority  for  Federal  credit  unions  to 
enter  Into  activities  not  otherwise  per¬ 
mitted  by  statute,  the  definition  of  ac¬ 
counting  service  center  was  modified  to 
reflect  that  its  sole  function  is  to  provide 
data  processing  services.  To  prevent  in¬ 
terpretations  which  coifld  conflict  with 
the  new  accounting  principles  and  pro¬ 
cedures,  the  definition  of  gross  income 
was  modified.  Additionally,  to  eliminate 
confusion  concerning  the  meaning  of 
“participating  credit  nnlons.”  a  defini¬ 
tion  of  that  term  has  been  Included. 
Paragraph  (c)  was  amended  in  the  same 
manner  and  for  the  reasons  delineated 
in  an  explanation  of  the  amendments 
to  paragraph  (f )  of  S  701.27-1.  The  gross 
Income  derived  from  the  sale  of  excess 
capacity  was  reduced  from  twenty-five 
percent  (25  percent)  to  twenty  percent 
(20  percent)  as  the  former  was  con¬ 
sidered  excessive.  A  clarifying  amend¬ 
ment  was  made  to  paragraph  (d).  The 
amendment  to  paragraph  (f)  removes 
the  proscription  of  an  employee  of  a 
participating  Federal  credit  union  from 
receiving  any  salary  or  compensation 
from  the  accounting  service  center. 

Accordingly,  with  the  above  changes, 
the  proposed  amendments  to  S§  701.27-1 
and  701.27-2  are  adopted  as  set  forth 
below,  effective  immediately. 

Herman  Nickerson,  Jr., 
Administrator. 

July  23, 1975. 

(Sec.  120,  73  Stat.  635  (12  U.S.C.  1766)  and 
Sec.  209,  84  Stat.  1014  (12  U.S.C.  1789)) 

§  701.27—1  Purchase  and  sale  of  ac> 
counting  services. 

(a)  For  the  purposes  of  this  section: 

(1)  “Accounting  services”  means  the 

maintenance  of  bookkeeping,  accounting, 
or  other  records  related  to  the  purposes 
and  functions  of  a  credit  union,  by  man¬ 
ual,  mechanical,  or  electronic  methods, 
and  the  furnishing  of  reports  and  in¬ 
formation  derived  from  such  records. 

(b)  A  Federal  credit  union  may  pur¬ 
chase  accoimting  services  for  the  main¬ 
tenance  of  all  or  a  portion  of  its  ac¬ 
counting  records.  Any  purchase  of  ac¬ 
counting  services  shall  be  evidenced  by 
a  written  agreement,  the  terms  and  con¬ 
ditions  of  which  shall  expressly  include 
a  provision  requiring  compliance  with 
S  701.14,  and  a  provision  requiring  the 
vendor  to  make  any  accounting  records  of 
the  Federal  credit  union  in  his  possession 
immediately  available  for  examination 
by  the  Administration. 

(c)  A  Federal  credit  union  purchasing 
accounting  services  shall  notify  the  Re¬ 
gional  Director  in  writing  of  the  arrange¬ 
ment  at  least  SO  days  prior  to  the  date  on 
which  such  services  shall  commence. 


Such  notice  shall  disclose  the  name  and 
address  of  the  vendor  and  information 
with  respect  to  the  records  to  be  main¬ 
tained  and  the  method  to  be  used.  A 
Federal  credit  union  shall  notify  the  Re¬ 
gional  Director  in  writing  at  least  30  days 
prior  to  the  discontinuance  of  the  ar¬ 
rangement. 

(d)  A  Federal  credit  union,  in  addition 
to  regular  payments  for  services  as  pro¬ 
vided  under  the  written  agreement,  shall 
not  pay  in  advance  the  actual  or  esti¬ 
mated  charges  for  more  than  3  months’ 
services.  Where  such  advance  payment  is 
made  it  shall  be  amortized  over  a  period 
not  in  excess  of  the  period  of  the  writ¬ 
ten  agreement. 

(e)  No  official  or  employee  of  a  Fed¬ 
eral  credit  union  shall  be  engaged  di¬ 
rectly  in  the  management  or  operation  of 
the  accounting  services  purchased  pur¬ 
suant  to  this  section,  except  where  the 
vendor  of  such  services  is  the  sponsor  of 
such  credit  union  or  is  owned  and  op¬ 
erated  by  or  controlled  by  one  or  more 
credit  union  leagues.  However,  in  no 
event  shall  an  official  or  employee  of  a 
Federal  credit  union  receive  from  the 
vendor  of  such  services  any  salary  or 
compensation  other  than  the  reimburse¬ 
ment  of  necessary  expenses  inctured  in 
connection  with  the  vendor’s  activities, 
unless  the  vendor,  who  is  also  the  spon¬ 
sor  of  the  credit  union,  regularly  em¬ 
ploys  such  official  or  employee. 

(f)  A  Federal  credit  union  utilizing 
data  processing  for  the  maintenance  of 
its  own  accoimting  records  may  lease  or 
sell  its  software.  It  may  also  sell  data 
processing  capacity  in  excess  of  its  own 
immediate  needs;  however,  total  pro¬ 
ceeds  derived  from  the  sale  of  such  ex¬ 
cess  capacity  shall,  unless  otherwise  pro¬ 
vided  for  by  the  Administrator,  be 
limited  to  ten  percent  (10  percent)  of  its 
total  operating  income.  All  contracts  for 
the  sale  or  lease  of  software  and  sale  of 
data  processing  capacity  in  excess  of  the 
immediate  needs  of  the  credit  union 
shall  be  in  writing  and  shall  have  the 
prior  approval  of  the  Regional  Director. 
Request  for  such  approval  should  be  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  Regional  Director  tpgether 
with  all  pertinent  facts  in  support  of  the 
proposal  not  later  than  sixty  (60)  days 
prior  to  the  proposed  effective  date  of 
contract. 

§  701.27—2  Participation  in  AoconntiiiK 
Service  Center. 

(a)  For  the  purposes  of  this  section: 

( 1 )  “Accounting  service  center”  means 
that  entity  which  provides  data  proc¬ 
essing  services  exclusively. 

(2)  “Data  processing  services”  means 
the  maintenance  of  bookkeepizkg,  ac¬ 
coimting,  or  other  records  related  to  the 
purposes  and  functions  of  a  credit  union, 
primarily  by  mechanical  or  electrenic 
methods,  and  the  furnishing  of  reports 
and  Information  derived  from  such 
records. 

(3)  “Gross  Income”  means  the  gross 
billings  for  an  accounting  service  cen¬ 
ter’s  data  processing  services  to  partic¬ 
ipating  credit  unions. 

(4)  “Participating  credit  unions” 
means  those  credit  unions  which  have  a 
proportionate  ownership  in  the  account¬ 
ing  service  center. 


(b)  A  Federal  credit  union  may  partic¬ 
ipate  with  one  or  more  other  credit 
union(s)  (either  Federal  or  state  char¬ 
tered)  in  the  establishment  or  mainte¬ 
nance  of  an  accounting  service  center. 

(c)  An  accounting  service  center  op¬ 
erating  under  this  section  may  lease  or 
sell  its  software.  It  may  also  sell  data 
processing  capacity  in  excess  of  the  im¬ 
mediate  needs  of  the  participating  credit 
unions;  however,  gross  income  derived 
from  the  sale  of  such  excess  capacity 
shall,  unless  otherwise  provided  for  by 
the  Administrate:,  be  limited  to  twenty 
percent  (20%)  of  gross  income.  All  con¬ 
tracts  for  the  sale  or  lease  of  software 
and  sale  of  data  processing  capacity  in 
excess  of  the  immediate  needs  of  the 
participating  credit  unions  shall  be  in 
writing  and  shall  have  the  prior  approval 
of  the  Administrator.  Requests  for  such 
approval  shall  be  submitted  to  the  Re¬ 
gional  Director  together  with  all  perti¬ 
nent  facts  in  support  of  the  proposal  not 
later  than  sixty  (60)  days  prior  to  the 
proposed  effective  date  of  the  contract. 

(d)  Participation  in  the  accounting 
service  center  may  be  by  means  of  a 
partnership  or  ot)^  noncorporate  ar¬ 
rangement  between  or  among  the  par¬ 
ticipating  credit  unions  or  by  participa¬ 
tion  in  an  accounting  service  center 
corporation  organized  for  the  primary 
purpose  of  providing  data  processing 
services  to  the  participating  credit  un¬ 
ions  through  ownership  of  a  proportion¬ 
ate  amount  of  the  capital  stock  of  such 
a  corporation,  provided  that  the  remain¬ 
ing  capital  stock  of  such  corporation  is 
available  for  ownership  only  by  the  par¬ 
ticipating  credit  unions.  A  Federal  credit 
union’s  proportionate  ownership  of  the 
accounting  service  center  shsdl  be  in 
similar  proportion  to  the  total  owner¬ 
ship  of  the  center  as  the  total  faeflities 
and  services  used  by  the  Federal  credit 
union  bears  as  a  percentage  to  the  total 
facilities  and  seiwices  provided  by  the 
accounting  service  center  to  all  the 
participating  credit  unions,  but  the  pur¬ 
chase  of  such  ownership  shall  not  exceed 
2  percent  of  the  members’  shareholdings 
of  the  purchasing  Federal  credit  union. 
Ownership  by  the  participating  credit 
unions  will  be  reviewed  not  less  fre¬ 
quently  than  every  two  year^  and  ad¬ 
justed  among  them  as  necessary  to  bring 
such  ownership  into  conformity  with  the 
percentage  of  the  total  facilities  and 
services  of  the  accountiug  seiwice  center 
used  by  each  of  them. 

(e)  A  Federal  credit  union  may  not 
participate  in  the  establishment  or  main¬ 
tenance  of  an  accounting  service  center 
unless  the  arrangement  provides 

(1)  That  operating  costs  of  the  ac¬ 
counting  service  center  shall  be  charged 
to  each  of  the  participating  credit  un¬ 
ions  in  such  proportion  to  the  total  op¬ 
erating  costs  as  the  total  facilities  and 
services  used  by  each  bears  as  a  per¬ 
centage  to  the  total  facilities  and  serv¬ 
ices  used  by  all  of  them; 

( 2)  ’That  each  participating  credit  un¬ 
ion  shall  have  in  its  records  current  in¬ 
formation  disclosing: 

(1)  ’The  name  of  each  participant; 

(ii)  ’The  proportion  aiid  amount  of 
ownei'shlp  of  each  in  the  accounting 
service  center: 
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(iii)  The  proportion  of  the  facilities 
and  services  used  by  each; 

(iv)  The  current  total  operating  costs 
of  the  accoimtlng  service  center;  and 

(v)  The  proportion  and  the  amoimt 
of  the  total  operating  costs  charged  to 
each  of  the  participating  credit  unions. 

(3)  That  each  participating  credit  un¬ 
ion  shall,  at  least  annually,  be  provided 
by  the  accounting  service  center  reports 
disclosing  the  financial  affairs  of  the 
service  center,  including  financial  posi¬ 
tion  and  results  of  operations.  Each  such 
financial  statement  shall  include  an  at¬ 
tached  statement  certifying  to  the  par¬ 
ticipating  credit  imlon  ^at  the  scope  of 
the  activities  of  the  service  center  was 
confined  to  paragraph  (a)(1)  of  this 
section; 

(4)  That  the  accounting  service  center 
shall  establish  and  maintain  the  records 
of  participating  Federal  credit  unions  in 
accordance  with  the  requirements  of 
S  701.14; 

(5)  That  the  records  of  participating 
Federal  credit  imlons  in  possession  of  the 
accoimtlng  service  center  shall  be  avail¬ 
able  immediately  for  examination  by  the 
Administration;  and 

(6)  That,  when  necessary  to  protect 
the  interests  of  the  participating  fed¬ 
erally  insured  credit  unions,  the  books 
and  records  of  the  accounting  service 
center  shall  be  subject  to  examination 
by  the  Administrator. 

(f)  No  official  of  a  participating  Fed¬ 
eral  cre^t  union  may  receive  any  salary 
or  compensation  from  the  accoimtlng 
service  center  other  than  the  reimburse¬ 
ment  of  necessary  expenses  Incurred  in 
connection  with  service  center  activities. 

(g)  Each  Federal  credit  union  partici¬ 
pating  in  an  accounting  service  center 
shall  notify  the  Regional  Director  in 
writing  of  the  arrangement  at  least  30 
days  prior  to  the  date  on  which  such 
participation  shall  commence.  Such  no¬ 
tice  shall  disclose  the  name  and  address 
of  the  accounting  service  center,  the 
name  of  its  managing  officer,  and  shall 
provide  information  on  the  records  to 
be  mamtained  and  the  method  to  be 
used  for  that  purpose.  A  Federal  credit 
union  shall  notify  the  Regional  Director 
in  writing  at  least  30  days  prior  to  dis¬ 
continuing  its  participation  in  an  ac¬ 
counting  service  center. 

[FR  Doc.75-19850  Piled  7-30-75; 8: 45  am] 

Title  15— Commerce  and  Foreign  Trade 

CHAPTER  I— BUREAU  OF  THE  CENSUS, 
DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

PART  30— FOREIGN  TRADE  STATISTICS 

Shipments  of  Aircraft  Parts  and  Supplies 

by  and  for  the  Use  of  Aircraft  of  U.S. 

Registry 

The  following  amendment  is  made 
to  the  regulations  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  on  August  27,  1966  (31 
FR  11367)  (15  CTR  Part  30).  In  accord¬ 
ance  with  administrative  procedure  5 
UB.C.  553,  notice  and  hearing  on  this 
amendment  and  posUionement  of  the 
effective  date  thereof  are  unnecessary 
because  the  amendment  is  one  which 
grants  an  exemption. 


These  regulations  are  issued  under  the 
authority  of  Title  13,  United  States  Code, 
Section  302;  and  5  U.S.C.  301;  Reorgani¬ 
zation  Plan  No.  5  of  1950,  Deparhnent  of 
Commerce  Organization  Order  No.  35- 
4A,  January  1.  1972,  37  FR  3461. 

Effective  date;  This  amendment  to  the 
Foreign  Trade  Statistics  Regulations  is 
effective  on  July  31,  1975. 

Section  30.55  is  hereby  amended  to  add 
a  new  paragraph  lettered  (1)  immedi¬ 
ately  following  §  30.55(k)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  30.55  MiM‘ollaiioou!>  exemptions. 

G  •  G  •  G 

(1)  Shipments  of  aircraft  pcuts  and 
equipment,  and  food,  saloon,  slop  chest, 
and  related  stores,  provisions,  and  sup¬ 
plies  for  use  on  aircraft,  by  a  UJS.  airline 
to  its  own  installations,  aircraft,  and 
agents  abroad,  under  Depiartment  of 
CcMiunerce,  Office  of  Export  Administra¬ 
tion  General  License  RCS. 

Vincent  P.  Barabba, 

Director 

Bureau  of  the  Census. 

I  concur:  July  9, 1975. 

David  R.  MacDonald, 
Assistant  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury. 

|FR  Doc.75-10880  FUed  7-30-75;8:46  am] 

Title  16— Commercial  Practices 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL  TRADE 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  C-2674] 

PART  13— PROHIBITED  TRADE  PRAC¬ 
TICES.  AND  AFFIRMATIVE  CORRECTIVE 

ACTIONS 

Associated  Dry  Goods  Corp.,  et  al.; 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  75-18799  appearing  on  page 
30472  of  the  issue  for  Monday,  July  21, 
1975,  in  the  left-hand  column,  delete  the 
last  ordering  paragraph  (H.) . 

Charles  A.  Tobin. 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-19839  Filed  7-30-75:8:45  am] 


Title  22 — Foreign  Relations 

CHAPTER  XI— INTERNATIONAL  BOUND¬ 
ARY  AND  WATER  COMMISSION  UNITED 
STATES  AND  MEXICO.  UNITED  STATES 
SECTION 

PART  1100— EMPLOYEE 
RESPONSIBILITIES  AND  CONDUCT 

Pursuant  to  the  requirements  of 
piaragraph  l-5c,  Fede^  Personnel 
Manual  Chapter  735,  Employee  Respon¬ 
sibilities  and  Conduct,  notice  is  hereby 
gixen  of  establishment  of  Administra- 
tive  Order  No.  2.735,  implementing  FPM 
Chapter  735.  This  order  provides  overall 
guidance  to  employees  of  the  Section 
in  the  areas  of  employee  responsibilities 
and  conduct. 

Subpart  A — General 

Sec. 

1100.1.  Reference. 

1100.3.  Purpose. 

IIOOS.  Definitions. 


Sdc 

1100.4.  PoUcy. 

1100.6.  Information  to  employees. 

Subpart  B — Conduct  and  RaaponsibIHtles 

1100.6.  Proscribed  actions. 

1100.7.  Responsibilities. 

1100.8.  Rules  of  conduct. 

1100.9.  Conflict  of  Interest. 

1100.10.  Outside  employment. 

1100.11.  Indebtedness. 

1100.12.  Gifts,  entertcdnment,  and  favors. 

1100.13.  Financial  Interests. 

1100.14.  Misuse  of  Information. 

1100.15.  Support  of  section  programs. 

1100.16.  Disagreements  between  govern¬ 

mental  officials. 

1100.17.  Use  of  government  property. 

1100.18.  Gambling,  betting,  and  lotteries. 

1100.19.  Coercion. 

1100.20.  General  conduct  prejudicial  to  the 

government. 

1100.21.  Miscellaneous  statutory  provisions. 

Subpart  C — Statements  of  Employment  and 
Financial  Interests 

1100.22.  Employees  required  to  submit 

statements.  • 

1100.23.  Review  of  position  descriptions. 

1100.24.  Manner  of  submission — state¬ 

ments  of  employment  and  finan¬ 
cial  Interests. 

1100.25.  Excusable  delay. 

1 1 00.26.  Special  government  employees.  • 

1100.27.  Exceptions  to  specific  appointees. 

1100.28.  Supplementary  statements. 

1100.29.  Interests  of  employee’s  relatives. 

1100.30.  Information  not  required  to  be 

submitted. 

1100.31.  Information  not  known  to  em¬ 

ployees. 

1100.32  Confidentiality  of  employee's 
statements. 

1100.33.  Effect  of  employee’s  statements  on 
other  requirements. 

APPENDIX  A.  Executive  Order  11222.* 
APPENDIX  B.  House  Concurrent  Resolu¬ 
tion  176,  8Cth  Congress 
2d  Session. 

APPENDIX  C.  Digest  of  Conflict  of  Inter¬ 
est  Laws. 

APPENDIX  D.  Ethical  Standards  of  Con¬ 
duct. 

Authoeitt:  Federal  Personnel  Manual, 
Chapter  785  paragraph  l-6c. 

Subpart  A— General 
§  1100.1  Reference. 

(a)  Executive  Order  11222.* 

(b)  Federal  Personnel  Manual,  Chap¬ 
ter  735,  Employee  Responsibilities  and 
Ckmduct. 

§  1100.2  Purpose. 

The  maintenance  of  unusually  high 
standards  of  honesty,  integrity,  and  con¬ 
duct  by  employees  and  special  Govern¬ 
ment  employees  is  essential  to  assure  the 
proper  performance  of  the  Section’s  busi¬ 
ness  and  the  maintenance  of  confidence 
by  citizens  in  their  Government.  The 
avoidence  of  misconduct  and  confiicts  of 
interest  on  the  part  of  employes  and  spe¬ 
cial  Government  employees  through  in¬ 
formed  judgement  is  indispensable  to  the 
maintenance  of  these  standards.  To  ac¬ 
cord  with  these  cimcepts,  the  order  sets 
forth  the  Section’s  regulations  prescrib¬ 
ing  standards  of  conduct  and  responsibil- 

1  Appendices  A  through  D  filed  as  part  of 
the  original  document. 

*  30  FB  6469.  3  CFR,  1964-66  COMP.,  p.  306. 
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itiee  and  governing  statements  of  em¬ 
ployment  and  financial  Interests  for  em¬ 
ployees  and  special  Ck)vemzn«at  em¬ 
ployees. 

§  1100.3  Definitions. 

In  this  mrder,  the  following  terms 
mean: 

(a)  Employee.  An  officer  and  an  em¬ 
ployee  of  the  United  States  Section  of 
the  International  Boundary  and  Water 
Commission.  United  States  and  Mexico, 
but  does  not  include  a  special  Govern¬ 
ment  employee. 

(b)  Person.  An  individual,  a  corpora¬ 
tion,  a  company,  an  association,  a  firm, 
a  partnership,  a  society,  a  Joint  stock 
company,  or  any  other  organization  or 
institution. 

(c)  Section.  United  States  Section  of 
the  International  Boundary  and  Water 
Commission.  United  States  and  Mexico. 

(d)  Special  government  employee.  A 
special  Government  employee  as  defined 
by  section  202  of  title  18  of  the  United 
States  Code  who  is  employed  by  the  Sec¬ 
tion. 

(e)  Remedial  action.  An  action  taken 
against  an  employee  or  special  Govern¬ 
ment  employee  as  a  result  ^f  a  violation 
of  this  Order.  Remedial  action  may  in¬ 
clude,  but  Is  not  limited  to; 

(1)  Changes  in  assigned  duties; 

(2)  Divestment  by  the  employee  or 
special  Government  employees  of  con¬ 
flicting  interests; 

(3)  Disciplinary  action-  which  may  be 
in  addition  to  any  penalty  prescribed  by 
law;  or 

(4)  Disqualification  for  a  particular 
assignment. 

Remedial  action,  whether  disciplinary 
or  otherwise,  shall  be  effected  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  any  applicable  laws.  Execu¬ 
tive  Orders,  and  governing  regulations. 

§  1 100.4  Policy. 

(a)  In  Executive  Order  11222  prescrib¬ 
ing  standards  of  ethical  conduct  for 
Government  officers  and  employees,  the 
President  asserted  the  following  policy: 
Where  Government  is  based  on  the  con¬ 
sent  of  the  governed,  every  citizen  is  en¬ 
titled  to  have  complete  confidence  in  the 
integrity  of  his  government.  Each  indi¬ 
vidual  officer,  employee,  or  advisor  of 
government  must  help  to  earn  and  must 
honor  that  trust  by  his  own  integrity 
and  conduct  in  all  official  actions. 

(b)  This  order  sets  forth  the  rules  and 
regulations  adopted  by  the  Section  in 
response  to  Executive  Order  11222  and 
implements  Chapter  735  of  the  Federal 
Personnel  Manual.  It  is  the  obligation  of 
every  employee  to  be  thoroughly  familiar 
with  the  requirements  herein  and  it  is 
further  the  responsibility  of  each  super¬ 
visor  to  assure  complete  understanding 
by  employees  in  his  organization. 

(c)  Any  information  which  indicates 
that  an  employee  may  have  violated  the 
provisions  of  this  Order  should  be  for¬ 
warded  through  channels  by  the  em¬ 
ployee’s  supervisors.  It  should  be  sent 
to  the  supervisory  official  who,  under 
current  instructions,  is  authorized  to 
take  appropriate  remedial  or  disciplinary 
action.  Such  action  should  be  taken  at 


the  lowest  practicable  supervisory  level 
in  order  that,  if  necessary,  reviews  may 
be  made  at  a  higher  level  of  supervision. 
The  official  to  whom  information  is  ad¬ 
dressed  will  make  a  thorough  investiga¬ 
tion  of  the  matter  and  take  appropriate 
action.  The  Personnel  Director,  or  desig¬ 
nated  representative,  will  be  consulted 
to  insure  that  proposed  actions  are 
proper  and  in  accordance  with  applicable 
laws.  Civil  Service  Commission  regula¬ 
tions,  and  Section  requirements.  When 
official  information  is  involved,  the  offi¬ 
cial  investigating  the  matter  will  insure 
that  such  information  is  protected  in 
accordance  with  applicable  regulations. 

(d)  Additionally,  if  the  complaint  or 
information  alleges  the  acceptance  of 
gifts  or  favors,  or  the  use  of  official  posi¬ 
tion  for  personal  advantage,  notice  of  the 
complaint  or  information  shall  be  fur¬ 
nished  immediately  to  the  Commissioner. 
Cases  arising  in  the  field  shall  be  routed 
through  the  Executive  Officer. 

(e)  If  the  complaint  or  information 
originates  within  the  Section,  necessary 
investigation  and/or  remedial  action 
shall  be  initiated  concurrently  with  the 
submission  of  notice  to  the  Commis¬ 
sioner.  Letters  or  complaints  from  out¬ 
side  the  Section  will  accompany  the  no¬ 
tice  to  the  Commissioner,  who  will 
determine  and  direct  the  action  to  be 
taken  on  them. 

§  1100.5  Information  to  employees. 

(a)  Initial  information.  At  the  time 
they  are  published  or  revised,  each  em¬ 
ployee  will  be  furnished  a'  copy  of  the 
Section’s  regulations  governing  employee 
responsibilities  and  conduct.  Fiu*ther, 
the  Personnel  Director  shall  establish 
procedures  to  insure  that  employees  are 
periodically  reminded  of  these  rules  and 
regulations,  at  least  annually. 

(b)  Counseling  service.  A  counseling 
service  is  available  to  provide  advice  and 
guidance  to  individual  employees  con¬ 
cerning  their  responsibilities  under  the 
Section’s  rules  and  regulations.  ’The  Per¬ 
sonnel  Director  will  provide  guidance  and 
advice  to  employees  regarding  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  order.  For  the  purposes  of 
conflict  of  interest  laws,  the  Chief,  Real 
Estate  shall  serve  as  counselor. 

Subpart  B — Conduct  and  Responsibilities 
§1100.6  Prosrribed  actions. 

Employees  are  forbidden  by  law  to  take 
certain  actions.  An  employee  shall  avoid 
any  action  which  might  result  in,  or  cre¬ 
ate  the  appearance  of : 

(a)  Using  public  office  for  private  gain; 

(b)  Giving  preferential  treatment  to 
any  person; 

(c)  Impeding  Government  efficiency 
or  economy; 

(d)  Losing  complete  independence  or 
impartiality; 

(e)  Making  a  Government  decision 
outside  official  channels;  or 

(f)  Affecting  adversely  the  confidence 
of  the  public  in  the  integrity  of  the 
Government. 

Note. — A  summary  of  laws  pertinent  to  aU 
Government  employees  Is  contained  In  Ap¬ 
pendix  C. 


§  1 100.7  Responsilulities. 

(a)  Each  employee  is  responsible  for 
acquainting  him/herself  *  with  the  stand¬ 
ards  of  conduct  expected  of  him.  and  to 
conduct  himself,  both  on  and  off  the  Job, 
in  a  manner  which  will  insure  that  his 
actions  reflect  credit  to  the  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment  and  the  Section. 

(b)  Supervisors  will  keep  subordinate 
employees  informed  regarding  the  proper 
standards  of  conduct  required.  Before 
any  remedial  action  is  initiated  against 
an  employee  whose  conduct  appears  to 
be  in  violation  of  established  standards 
or  statutes  of  conduct,  the  Personnel  Di¬ 
rector  or  his  designated  representative 
will  be  consulted. 

(c)  The  Personnel  Director,  or  his  des¬ 
ignated  representative,  will  provide  as¬ 
sistance  and/or  counseling  to  employees 
and  all  levels  of  management  in  observ¬ 
ance  of  regulations  pertinent  to  conduct 
and/or  conflict  of  interest. 

(d)  The  Chief,  Real  Estate  is  the  maii% 
point  of  contact  on  conflicts  of  interest 
problems.  The  Special  Legal  Assistant 
will  assist  on  matters  of  legal  interpre¬ 
tation. 

(e)  All  employees  engaged  in  procure¬ 
ment  and  related  activities  have  a  spe¬ 
cial  responsibility  for  protecting  the  Gov¬ 
ernment’s  interests  as  well  as  for  main¬ 
taining  the  reputation  of  the  Section  for 
honesty,  courtesy,  and  fair  dealing.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  all  such  employees  are  re¬ 
quired  to  become  thoroughly  familiar 
with  the  provisions  of  Federal  Personnel 
Manual,  Chapter  735,  relating  to  pro¬ 
curement  activities. 

§  1 1 00.8  Rules  of  conduct. 

(a)  The  primary  ptupose  of  establish¬ 

ing  rules  of  conduct  is  to  provide  guid¬ 
ance.  Although  the  rules  set  forth  in  this 
Order  are  considered  reasonable,  it  is 
recognized  there  will  be  instances  in 
which  one  or  more  of  these'  rules  will  be 
disregarded  .or  violated.  Provisions  have 
therefore  been  made  for  the  imposition 
of  remedial  actions  designed  both  to  cor¬ 
rect  the  disregard  on  the  part  of  the  of¬ 
fenders  aiid  to  serve  as  a  caution  to 
others.  ' 

(b)  On-the-job  conduct.  Each  em¬ 
ployee  is  expected  to: 

(1)  Report  promptly  for  work  in  a 
condition  which  will  permit  him  to  per¬ 
form  assigned  duties  (i.e.,  in  appropriate 
clothing,  with  any  required  tools  and/or 
equipment,  and  in  a  sober  condition) . 

(2)  Render  full,  efficient,  and  industri¬ 
ous  service  in  the  performance  of  as¬ 
signed  duties.  If  insufficient  work  is  as¬ 
signed  to  occupy  an  employee  fully  at 
any  given  time,  he  is  expected  to  notify 
his  supervisors  so  that  additional  work 
may  be  assigned. 

(3)  Give  ready  response  and  enthusi¬ 
asm  to  directions  and  instructions  re¬ 
ceived  from  his  supervisor. 


*For  cqnveuleuce  of  reading,  the  standard 
generic  pronoun  usage  wUl  be  followed  in  the 
remainder  of  this  Order.  Where  the  pronoun 
*he’  is  used  it  should  be  understood  to  Include 
he  or  she;  ‘him*  Includes  him  or  her;  ‘bis', 
his  or  hers;  ‘himself,  himself  or  herself. 
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(4>  Exercise  courtesy  and  tact  in  deal* 
ings  with  fellow  workers  and  the  public. 

(5)  Maintain  a  clean  and  neat  per¬ 
sonal  appearance  to  the  maximum  prac¬ 
ticable  extent  during  working  hours. 

(6)  Ckmserve  and  protect  Federal 
funds,  property,  equipment,  and  mate¬ 
rials. 

(7)  Observe  the  various  laws,  rules, 
regiilations.  and  other  authoritative  in¬ 
structions.  and  consistently  conduct  him¬ 
self  in  a  manner  which  is  beyond  re¬ 
proach. 

(8)  Recognize  his  responsibility  for 
taking  an  active  part  in  the  Section 
affairs. 

(9)  Uphold  with  Integrity  the  public 
trust  involved  in  the  position  to  which 
assigned. 

(c)  Otf-the~job  condxLct.  While  the 
Section  does  not  desire  to  interfere  im- 
necessaiily  in  the  private  lives  of  its  em¬ 
ployees,  it  does  expect  them  to  conduct 
themselves  at  all  times  in  a  manner 
which  will  not  reflect  unfavorably  upon 
the  Federal  Government  as  their  em¬ 
ployer. 

§  1100.9  Conflict  of  interest. 

(a)  All  Section  employees  are  bound 
to  refrain  from  any  private  business  or 
profeslonal  activity  which  would  place 
them  in  a  position  where  there  is  a  con¬ 
flict  between  their  private  interests  and 
the  public  interests  of  the  United  States. 
.Even  though  a  technical  conflict  of  in¬ 
terest  may  not  exist,  employees  must 
avoid  the  appearence  of  such  a  conflict 
fnun  a  public  confldence  point  of  view. 
(Chapter  11  of  TiUe  18  of  the  U.S.  Code, 
enacted  by  Pub.  L.  87-849,  effective  Jan¬ 
uary  21,  1963,  constitutes  the  basic  con¬ 
flict  of  interest  statutes.) 

§1100.10  Outside  employment. 

(a)  Section  employees  will  not  engage 
In  outside  employment  or  other  outside 
activities,  with  or  without  compensation, 
which — 

(1)  Interferes  with  the  performance 
of  their  Government  duties; 

(2)  May  reasonably  be  expected  to 
bring  discredit  upon  the  Section  or  the 
Government;  or 

(3)  App>ears  to  involve  a  conflict  of 
interest. 

(b)  All  employees  are  prohibited  from 
using  their  titles  or  positions  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  any  commercial  enterprise  or 
in  endorsing  any  commercial  pn^uct  or 
venture. 

(c)  Section  employees  engaged  in  ac¬ 
tivities  related  to  procurement  will  not 
accept  part-time  off-duty  employment 
with  any  person  that  is  a  contractor  with 
the  Government.  This  prohibition  ap¬ 
plies  regardless  of  the  nature  of  the  serv¬ 
ices  to  be  performed.  (e.g..  Professional 
employees  of  Uie  Section  such  as  attor¬ 
neys,  engineers,  and  accoimtants  will  not 
represent  or  advise  a  Government  con¬ 
tractor  concerning  either  the  commer¬ 
cial  or  Government  pxirsuits  of  such  per¬ 
son;  nor  will  such  personnel  render  serv¬ 
ices  in  behalf  of  the  ofiBc«%  of  contrac¬ 
tors  with  whom  they  transact  business 
on  behalf  of  the  Government,  even 


though  such  services  might  be  performed 
in  connection  with  the  personal  affairs 
of  such  ofiBcers  of  the  contractors.) 

§  1 100.1 1  Indebtedness. 

(a)  An  employee  shall  pay  each  Just 
flnanclal  obligation  in  a  proper  and 
timely  manner,  especially  one  imposed 
by  law,  such  as  F^eral,  State,  or  local 
taxes.  For  the  piupose  of  this  paragraph 
a  ‘just  financial  obligation’  meam  one 
acknowledged  by  the  employee,  imposed 
by  law,  or  reduced  to  Judgment  by  a 
court. 

(b)  When  an  employee  has  a  levy 
placed  against  his  s^ary  for  failure  to 
pay  an  Indebtedness  for  Federal  income 
taxes,  he  shall  be  issued  a  written  rep¬ 
rimand  stating  that  failure  to  make  sat¬ 
isfactory  arrangements  regarding  futiu'e 
tax  liabilities  will  be  groimds  for  removal. 

(c)  When  an  employee  is  the  subject 
of  a  letter  of  complaint  stating  that  he 
has  not  paid  his  State  or  local  taxes  and 
has  failed  to  make  satisfactory  arrange¬ 
ments  regarding  the  debt,  he  shall  be  in¬ 
terviewed  by  the  Personnel  Director,  or 
his  designated  representative  in  fleld 
offices.  In  this  interview  he  shall  be  in¬ 
structed  to  make  satisfactory  arrange¬ 
ments  for  payment  of  his  debt  immedi¬ 
ately  and  informed  that  failure  to  do  so 
will  be  groimds  for  removal. 

(d)  When  an  employee  is  the  subject 
of  a  letter  of  complaint  regarding  any 
other  kind  of  indebtedness  to  a  unit  of 
government.  Federal,  State,  or  local,  the 
procedure  prescribed  in  paragraph  c 
above,  shall  be  observed. 

(e)  When  a  creditor  who  holds  a  legal 
Judgment  against  an  employee  requests 
that  the  Section  assist  in  collecting  the 
debt,  the  employee  shall  be  interviewed 
by  the  Personnel  Director,  or  his  desig¬ 
nated  representative  in  fleld  offices,  as 
appropriate.  In  this  interview  he  shall 
be  Instructed  to  pay  the  debt  in  full 
within  90  days,  or  such  period  of  time  as 
is  acceptable  to  the  creditor,  and  in¬ 
formed  that  failme  to  do  so  may  be 
grounds  for  removal. 

(f)  When  an  employee  is  the  subject 
of  a  letter  of  complaint  from  a  creditor 
who  does  not  hold  a  legal  Judgment 
against  the  employee,  the  Personnel  Di¬ 
rector  shall  forward  a  copy  of  the  letter 
to  the  employee  together  with  a  memo¬ 
randum  c^ing  the  employee’s  attention 
to  the  provisions  of  this  order.  However, 
the  Section  will  not  assist  the  creditor  in 
collecting  the  debt. 

§  1100.12  Gifts  entertainnu'nt,  and 
favors. 

(a)  Except  as  provided  below,  an  em¬ 
ployee  shall  not  solicit  or  accept,  di¬ 
rectly  or  Indirectly,  any  gift,  gratuity, 
favor,  entertainment,  loan,  or  any  other 
things  of  monetary  value,  from  a  person 
who: 

(1)  Has,  or  is  seeking  to  obtain,  con¬ 
tractual  or  other  business  or  financial 
relations  with  the  Section; 

(2)  Conducts  operations  or  activities 
that  are  regulated  by  the  Section;  or 

(3)  Has  interests  that  may  be  sub¬ 
stantially  affected  by  the  performance 
or  nonperformance  of  his  official  duty. 
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(b)  The  restrictions  set  forth  above 
do  not  apply  to: 

(1)  Obvious  family  or  personal  rela¬ 
tionships,  such  as  those  between  the  «n- 
ployee  and  his  parents,  children,  or 
spouse,  when  the  circiunstances  make  it 
clear  that  those  relationships  rather  than 
the  business  of  the  persons  concerned 
are  the  motivating  factors; 

(2)  The  acceptance  of  food  and  re¬ 
freshments  of  nominal  value  on  infre¬ 
quent  occasions  in  the  ordinary  course 
of  a  luncheon  or  dinner  meeting  or  an 
inspection  tour  where  an  employee  may 
be  properly  in  attendance ; 

(3)  The  acceptance  of  loans  from 
banks  or  other  -financial  institutions  on 
customary  terms  to  finance  proper  and 
usual  activities  of  employees,  such  as 
home  or  automobile  mortgage  loans;  and 

(4)  The  acceptance  of  unsolicited  ad¬ 
vertising  or  promotional  material,  such 
as  F>ens,  pencils,  note  pads,  calendars, 
and  other  items  of  nominal  intrinsic 
value. 

(c)  An  employee  shall  not  solicit  a 
contribution  from  another  employee  for 
a  gift  to  an  official  superior,  make  a 
donation  as  a  gift  to  an  official  superior, 
or  accept  a  gift  from  an  employee  re¬ 
ceiving  less  pay  than  himself  (6  U.S.C. 
7351).  However,  this  paragraph  does  not 
prohibit  a  voluntary  gift  of  nominal 
value  or  donation  in  a  nominal  amoimt 
made  on  a  special  occasion  such  as  mar¬ 
riage,  illness,  or  retirement. 

(d)  An  employee  shall  not  accept  a 
gift,  present,  decoration,  or  other  Uiing 
from  a  foreign  government  imless  au¬ 
thorized  by  Congress  as  provided  by  the 
Constitution  and  in  5  U.S.C.  7342. 

(e)  This  order  does  not  preclude  an 
employee  from  receipt  of  bona  fide  re¬ 
imbursement,  unless  prohibited  by  law, 
for  expenses  of  travel  and  such  other 
necessary  subsistence  as  is  compatible 
with  this  Order  for  which  no  Government 
pasrment  or  reimbursement  is  made. 
However,  this  Order  does  not  allow  an 
employee  to  be  reimbursed,  or  payment 
to  be  made  on  his  behalf,  for  excessive 
personal  living  expenses,  gifts,  enter¬ 
tainment,  or  other  personal  benefits,  nor 
does  it  allow  an  emnloyee  to  be  reim¬ 
bursed  by  a  person  for  travel  on  official 
business  under  Section  orders  when  re¬ 
imbursement  is  proscribed  by  Decision 
B-1 28527  of  the  Comptroller  CSeneral 
dated  March  7, 1967. 

(f)  A  gift  or  gratuity,  the  receipt  of 
-  which  is  prohibited  by  this  Order  shall 

be  returned  to  the  donor  with  a  written 
explanation  why  the  return  is  necessary. 
A  copy  of  the  written  explanation  shall 
be  submitted  to  the  Personnel  Director 
for  filing  in  the  employee’s  Official  Per¬ 
sonnel  Polder  (left  side).  When  the  re¬ 
turn  of  the  gift  is  not  possible,  the  gift 
or  gratuity  shall  be  submitted  to  the 
Personnel  Director  with  a  written  ex¬ 
planation  why  the  return  is  not  feasible. 
The  Personnel  Director  shall  turn  the 
gift  or  gratuity  over  to  a  public  or  pri¬ 
vate  charity  or  charitable  organization. 
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§1100.13  Financial  interests. 

(a)  An  employee  shall  not: 

(1)  Have  a  direct  or  Indirect  financial 
Interest  that  confilcts  substtmtlally,  or 
appears  to  confilct  substantially,  with  his 
Oovemment  duties  and  responsibilities; 
or 

(2)  Engage  In,  directly  or  indirectly, 
a  financial  transaction  as  a  result  of, 
or  primarily  relying  on,  Information  ob¬ 
tained  through  his  Gtovernment  employ¬ 
ment. 

(b)  The  Order  does  not  preclude  an 
employee  from  having  a  financial  inter¬ 
est  or  engaging  In  financial  transactions 
to  the  same  extent  as  a  private  citizen 
not  employed  by  the  Gtovemment  so 
long  as  it  is  not  prohibited  by  law.  Execu¬ 
tive  Order  11222,  chapter  735  of  the 
Federal  Personnel  Manual  or  this  order. 

§  1100.14  Misuse  of  information. 

An  employee,  for  the  purpose  of  fur¬ 
thering  a  private  interest,  shall  not  di¬ 
rectly  or  indirectly  use,  or  allow  the  use 
of,  ofSclal  Information  obtained  through 
or  in  connection  with  his  Government 
employment  which  has  not  been  made 
available  to  the  general  public. 

§  1100.15  Support  of  section  programs. 

(a)  When  a  Section  program  is  based 
on  law  or  executive  order,  every  employee 
has  a  positive  obligation  to  make  it  func¬ 
tion  as  efBciently  and  economically  as 
possible  and  to  support  it  as  long  as  it 
Is  a  part  of  recognized  public  policy.  An 
employee  may,  therefore,  properly  make 
an  address  explaining  and  interpreting 
such  a  program,  citing  its  achievements, 
defending  it  against  uninformed  or  un¬ 
just  criticism,  pointing  out  the  need  for 
possible  Improvements,  or  soliciting  views 
for  improving  it. 

(b)  An  employee  shall  not,  either  di¬ 
rectly  or  indirectly,  use  appropriated 
funds  to  influence  a  Member  of  Congress 
to  favor  or  oppose  legislation  in  violation 
of  18  U.S.C.  1913.  However,  an  employee 
is  not  prohibited  from: 

(1)  Testifying  as  a  representative  of 
the  Section  on  pending  legislation  pro¬ 
posals  before  Congressional  committees 
or  request;  or 

(2)  Assisting  Congressional  commit¬ 
tees  in  drafting  bills  or  reports  on  re¬ 
quest.  when  it  is  clear  that  the  employee 
is  serWng  solely  as  a  technical  expert  xm- 
der  the  direction  of  committee  leader¬ 
ship. 

(c)  Nothing  in  this  order  shall  be  con¬ 
strued  as  depriving  an  employee  of  his 
rights  as  a  private  citizen  from  petition¬ 
ing  or  contacting  elected  representatives 
pertinent  to  expressing  opinions  regard¬ 
ing  Governmental  operations  or  pending 
legrislation. 

§  I100.f6  Disagreements  belween  gov¬ 
ernmental  oflirials. 

An  employee  shall  not  make  public  any 
disagreements  with,  or  criticism  of,  offi¬ 
cials,  policies,  or  practices  of  the  S^tlon 
or  of  other  Federal  agencies  in  areas  re¬ 
lating  to  the  Section’s  functions.  Such 
matters  may  be  brought  to  the  attention 
of  the  Commissioner  for  appropriate 
action. 


§  1100.17  Use  of  government  property. 

An  employee  shall  not  directly  or  in¬ 
directly  use,  or  allow  the  use  of.  Govern¬ 
ment  property  of  any  kind,  including 
property  leased  to  the  Government,  for 
other  than  officially  approved  activities. 
An  employee  has  a  positive  duty  to  pro¬ 
tect  and  conserve  Government  property 
Including  equipment,  supplies,  and  other 
property  entrusted  or  issued  to  him. 

§  1100.18  Gambling,  belting,  and  lot¬ 
teries. 

An  employee  shall  not  participate, 
while  on  Government-owned  or  leased 
property,  or  while  on  duty  for  the  Gov¬ 
ernment.  in  any  gambling  activity,  in¬ 
cluding  the  operation  of  a  gambling  de¬ 
vice;  in  conducting  a  lottery  or  pool;  in 
a  game  for  money  or  property;  or  in 
selling  or  purchasing  a  numbers  slip  or 
ticket. 

§  1100.19  Coercion. 

An  employee  shall  not  use  his  Govern¬ 
ment  employment  to  coerce,  or  give  the 
appearance  of  coercing,  a  person  to  pro¬ 
vide  financial  benefit  to  himself  or  an¬ 
other  person,  particularly  one  with  whom 
he  has  family,  business,  ‘mutual  associa¬ 
tion’,  or  financial  ties. 

§  1100.20  General  eonduct  prejudicial 
to  the  government. 

An  employee  shall  not  engage  in  crim¬ 
inal,  Infamous,  dishonest,  immoral,  or 
notoriously  disgraceful  conduct,  or  other 
conduct  prejudicial  to  the  Government. 

§  1100.21  Miscellaneous  statutory  pro¬ 
visions. 

The  attention  of  each  employee  is  di¬ 
rected  to  the  following  statutory  provi¬ 
sions  ; 

(a)  House  Concurrent  Resolution  175, 
85th  Congress,  2nd  Session,  72A  Stat. 
B12,  the  Code  of  Ethics  for  Government 
Service. 

(b)  Chapter  11  of  title  18.  United 
States  Code  (U.S.C.) ,  related  to  bribery, 
graft,  and  conflicts  of  interest. 

(c)  The  prohibition  against  lobbying 
with  appropriated  funds  (18  U.S.C.  1913) . 

(d)  The  prohibitions  against  disloyalty 
and  striking  (Executive  Order  10450,*  18 
U.S.C.  1918). 

(e)  The  prohibition  against  the  em¬ 
ployment  of  a  member  of  a  Communist 
organization  (50  U.S.C.  784). 

(f)  The  prohibitions  against; 

(1)  The  disclosure  of  classified  infor¬ 
mation  (18  U.S.C.  798,  50  U.S.C.  783) ; 

(2)  The  disclosure  of  confidential  in¬ 
formation  (18  U.S.C.  1905). 

(g)  The  provisions  relating  to  the  ha¬ 
bitual  use  of  intoxicants  to  excess  (5 
U.S.C.  7352). 

(h)  The  prohibition  against  the  misuse 
of  the  franking  privilege  (18  U.S.C. 
1719). 

(i)  The  prohibition  against  the  misuse 
of  a  Government  vehicle  (31  U.S.C.  638a 
(O). 

( j )  The  prohibition  against  the  use  of 
deceit  in  an  examination  or  personnel 
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action  in  connection  with  Government 
employment  (18  UH.C.  1917). 

(k)  The  prohibition  against  fraud  or 
false  statements  in  a  Government  mat¬ 
ter  (18  U.S.C.  1001). 

(l)  [Reserved] 

(m)  The  prohibition  against  counter¬ 
feiting  and  forging  transportation  re¬ 
quests  (18  U.S.C.  508). 

(n)  The  prohibitions  against; 

(1)  Embezzlement  of  Government 
money  or  property  (18  UJ3.C.  641) ; 

(2)  Failing  to  account  for  public 
money  (18  U.S.C.  643) ;  and 

(3)  Embezzlement  of  the  money  or 
property  of  another  person  in  the  pos¬ 
session  of  an  employee  by  reason  of  his 
employment  (18  U.S.C.  654). 

(o)  The  prohibition  against  unauthor¬ 
ized  use  of  documents  relating  to  claims 
from  or  by  the  Government  (18  U.S.C. 
285). 

(p)  The  prohibition  against  political 
activities  in  subchapter  HI  of  chapter  73 
of  title  5,  U.S.C.  and  18  U.S.C.  602,  603, 
604,  607,  and  608. 

(q)  The  provision  relating  to  the  de¬ 
nial  of  the  right  to  petition  Congress 
(5U.S.C.7102). 

(r)  The  prohibition  against  an  em¬ 
ployee  acting  as  the  agent  of  a  foreign 
principal  registered  under  the  Foreign 
Agents  Registration  Act  (18  U.S.C.  219). 

(s)  The  prohibition  against  a  public 
official  appointing  or  promoting  a  rela¬ 
tive,  or  advocating  such  an  appointment 
or  promotion  (5  U.S.C.  3110  '. 

(t)  The  prohibition  against  the  em¬ 
ployment  of  an  individual  convicted  of 
felonious  rioting  or  related  offenses  (5 
U.S.C.  7313). 

(u)  The  tax  imposed  on  certain  em¬ 
ployees  who  knowingly  engage  in  self- 
dealing  with  a  private  foundation  (26 
U.S.C.  4941,  4946).  (Self-deaUng  is  de¬ 
fined  in  the  statute  to  Include  certain 
transactions  involving  an  employee’s 
receipt  of  pay,  a  loan,  or  reimbursement 
for  travel  or  other  expenses  from,  or  his 
sale  to  or  purchase  or  property  from  a 
private  foundation.) 

Subpart  C — Statements  of  Employment 
and  Financial  Interests 

§  1 100.22  Employre^  required  to  >tubinit 
statements. 

The  following  Section  persoimel  are 
required  to  submit  statements  of  em¬ 
ployment  and  financial  interests. 

(a)  Those  paid  at  a  level  of  the  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Schedule  in  subchapter  n  of 
chapter  53  of  title  5,  United  States  Code. 

(b)  TTiose  classifi^  at  GG-13  or  above, 
whose  basic  duties  and  responsibilities 
require  the  incumbent  to  exercise  judg¬ 
ment  in  making  a  Government  decision 
or  in  taking  Oovemment  action  in  re¬ 
gard  to  administering  or  monitoring 
grants  or  subsidies. 

(c)  Those  classified  at  GG-13  or  above, 
whose  basic  duties  and  responsibilities 
require  the  incumbent  to  exercise  judg¬ 
ment  in  making  a  Government  decision 
or  in  taking  Oovemment  action  in  regard 
to — 

(1)  Contracting  or  procurement.  For 
the  purpose  of  this  Order,  ‘contracting 
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or  procurement’  is  defined  as  executing 
or  approving  the  award  of  contracts. 

(2)  Auditing.  Auditing  private  or 
n<m-Federal  enterprise  including  the 
supervision  of  auditors  engaged  in  audit 
activities  or  participating  in  the  devel¬ 
opment  of  policies  and  procedures  for 
performing  such  audits,  including  the 
authorization  and  mcmitoring  of  grants 
to  institutions  or  other  non-Federal 
enterprise. 

(3)  Other.  Those  in  activities  in  which 
the  final  decision  or  action  has  a  sig¬ 
nificant  impact  on  the  interest  of  any 
non-Federal  enterprise. 

(d>  Those  at  any  grade  level  whose 
activities  have  a  significant  economic 
impact  on  the  interest  of  any  non-Fed¬ 
eral  enterprise. 

§  1100.23  Review  of  position  deM*rip- 
tions. 

(a)  Because  of  the  nature  of  the  Sec¬ 
tion’s  mission,  establishment  of  a  stand¬ 
ing  list  of  employees  subject  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  subpart  is  considered  im¬ 
practical  inasmuch  as  assignments  are 
subject  to  frequent  change,  organization¬ 
al  elements  change  with  the  changing 
work  needs,  supervisors  or  heads  of  or¬ 
ganizations  are  subject  to  change  with 
changing  conditions.  It  is  therefore  nec¬ 
essary  that  all  position  descriptions  in 
8  1100.22  (b)  through  (d)  will  be  re¬ 
viewed  and  a  statement  as  to  whether 
the  incumbent  of  the  position  must  file 
a  statement  of  emplo3rment  and  finan¬ 
cial  interests,  as  required  by  this  order, 
will  be  included  in  each  position  descrip- 
ti(Ki.  This  determination  will  be  reviewed 
at  least  annually,  at  the  time  of  per¬ 
formance  ratings,  or  incident  to  other 
prescribed  annual  reviews. 

(b)  Incumbents  of  positions  identified 
as  involving  any  of  the  functions  de¬ 
scribed  in  §  1100.22  (b)  through  (d)  will 
be  required  to  comply  with  the  filing  re¬ 
quirements  of  this  order.  Any  employee 
who  believes  that  his  position  has  been 
improperly  Included  in  the  functions  de¬ 
scribed  in  8  1100.22  (b)  through  (d), 
may  request  a  review  of  the  decision  re¬ 
quiring  him  to  file  a  statement  through 
the  established  grievance  procedures. 

(c)  Positions  in  the  above  categories 
may  be  excluded  when  it  is  determined 
by  the  Commissioner  that  the  duties  are 
at  such  a  level  or  responsibility  that  the 
submission  of  a  statement  is  not  neces¬ 
sary  because  of  the  degree  of  supervi- 
sian.  and  review  of  the  incumbent  and 
the  remote  and  inconsequential  effect 
on  the  integrity  of  the  Section. 

§  1100.24  Manner  of  subnuKsioii — !«tale- 
mcnts  of  employment  and  finaneial 
interests. 

fa)  SectkHi  personnel  included 
§  1100.22  (b)  through  (d)  will  submit 
statements  of  employment  and  financial 
interests  in  the  format  prescribed  by  the 
P^iscmnel  Director. 

(b)  Each  onidoyee  required  by  this 
Order  to  file  a  statement  will  do  so  with¬ 
in  30  days  following  entry  on  duty  or 
assignment  to  the  position  and  peri¬ 
odically  thereafter  as  prescribed  in 
8  1100.28. 


(c)  Statement  will  be  submitted  to 
the  Personnel  Director  in  a  double  sealed 
envelope  mariced  ‘For  Attentkni  of  the 
Personnel  IMrector  Only’. 

§  1100.25  Excusable  delay. 

If.  by  reason  of  his  duty  assignment, 
it  is  impracticaUe  for  an  employee  to 
submit  a  statement  within  the  period 
required  by  the  Order,  his  immediate 
supervisor  may  grant  a  15-day  exten¬ 
sion  of  time  therefor,  and  the  supervisor 
will  notify  the  Personnel  Director,  in 
writing,  of  the  extension.  Any  extension 
in  excess  of  30  days  requires  the  con¬ 
currence  of  the  Commissioner.  State¬ 
ments  submitted  pursuant  to  an  exten¬ 
sion  of  time  granted  will  include  appro¬ 
priate  notation  to  that  effect. 

§  1100.26  Special  government  em> 
ployecK. 

Each  special  Government  employee 
who  is  an  adviser  or  consultant  shall, 
prior  to  appointment,  file  with  the  Per¬ 
sonnel  Director,  a  statement  setting 
forth  his  Government  employment,  his 
private  employment,  and  his  financial 
interests.  An  appointee  must  list  all  of 
his  investments  and  other  financial  in¬ 
terests  such  as  pensions;  retirement; 
group  life,  health,  or  accident  insurance; 
and  profit-sharing,  stock  bonus,  or  other 
employee  welfare  or  benefit  plan  main¬ 
tained  by  a  former  employer.  He  is  not 
required  to  list  precise  amounts  of  in¬ 
vestments. 

§  1 100.27  Exceptions  to  8|>ocirtc  ap- 
poinlec8. 

The  Commissioner  may  grant  an  ex¬ 
ception  to  a  specific  appointee  from  com¬ 
pleting  that  part  of  the  statement  of 
employment  and  financial  interests  re¬ 
lating  to  his  investments  or  other  finan¬ 
cial  interests  referred  to  in  8  1100.26, 
upon  making  of  a  determination  that 
this  information  is  not  relevant  in  light 
of  the  duties  the  appointee  is  to  perform. 

§  1100.28  Supplenionlor;’ statemenls. 

Changes  in  or  additions  to  the  infor¬ 
mation  contained  in  an  employee’s  state¬ 
ment  of  employment  and  financial  in¬ 
terests  shall  be  reported  as  of  Jime  30 
of  each  year.  Even  though  no  changes 
or  additions  occur,  a  negative  report  is 
required.  The  supplementary  statement, 
negative  or  otherwise,  will  be  submitted 
by  July  31  of  each  year.  Notwithstanding 
the  filing  of  the  annual  rep(»1;.  Section 
personnel  shall  at  all  times  avoid  acquir¬ 
ing  a  financial  interest  that  could  result, 
or  takii3g  action  that  would  result,  in  a 
violation  of  the  conflict-of-interest  pro¬ 
visions  of  18  U.S.C,  208  or  this  order. 

§  1100.29  IntcrcMs  of  employee’s  rela¬ 
tives. 

The  interests  of  a  spouse,  minor  child, 
or  other  member  of  an  employee’s  imme¬ 
diate  household  is  considered  to  be  an 
interest  of  the  employee.  For  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  order,  ‘member  of  an  em¬ 
ployee’s  immediate  household’  means 
those  blood  relatives  who  are  residents  of 
the  employee’s  household. 


§  1100.30  Information  not  required  lo 
be  submitted. 

An  employee  is  not  required  to  submit 
on  a  statement  of  empdoyment  and  fi¬ 
nancial  interests  or  suin>lementary  state¬ 
ment  any  information  relating  to  the 
employee’s  connection  with,  or  interest 
in,  a  professional  society  or  a  charitable, 
religious,  social,  fraternal,  recreational, 
public  service,  civic,  or  political  organiza¬ 
tion  or  a  similar  organization  not  con¬ 
ducted  as  a  business  enterprise.  For  the 
purpose  of  this  order,  educational  and 
other  institutions  doing  research  and  de¬ 
velopment  or  related  work  involving 
grants  of  money  from  or  contracts  with 
the  Government  are  deemed  ‘business 
enterprises’  and  are  required  to  be  in¬ 
cluded  in  an  employee’s  statement  of 
employment  and  financisd  interests. 

§  1100.31  Information  not  known  to 
employee!!. 

If  any  information  required  to  be  in¬ 
cluded  on  a  statement  of  employment 
and  financial  interests  or  supplementary 
statement.  Including  holdings  placed  in 
trust,  is  not  known  to  the  employee  but 
known  to  another  person,  the  employee 
shall  request  that  other  person  to  sub¬ 
mit  the  information  on  his  behalf. 

§  1100.32  Confidcntialily  of  employ<><‘'s 
t4atement8. 

Each  statement  of  emplojunent  and 
financial  interests,  and  each  supple¬ 
mentary  statement,  will  be  held  in  con¬ 
fidence.  The  Section  may  not  disclose  in¬ 
formation  from  a  statement  except  as 
the  Commissioner  or  the  ClvU  Service 
Commission  may  determine  for  good 
cause.  Persons  designated  to  review  the 
statements  are  responsible  for  maintain¬ 
ing  the  statements  in  confidence  and 
shall  not  allow  access  to,  or  allow  infor¬ 
mation  to  be  disclosed  from  the  state¬ 
ment  except  to  carry  out  the  purpose  of 
this  order,  or  Federal  laws  or  regulations. 

§  1 100.33  Effeot  of  employee’s  slale- 
ments  on  otlier  requirements. 

The  statements  of  employment  and 
financial  interests  and  supplementary 
statements  required  of  employees  are  in 
addition  to,  and  not  in  substitution  for, 
or  in  derogation  of,  any  similar  require¬ 
ment  imposed  by  law,  order,  or  regula¬ 
tion.  The  submission  of  a  statement  or 
supplementary  statement  by  an  em¬ 
ployee  does  not  permit  him  or  any  other 
person  to  participate  in  a  matter 
in  which  his  or  the  other  person’s  par¬ 
ticipation  is  prohibited  by  law,  order,  or 
regulation. 

Effective  Date:  The  regulations  in 
these  parts  shall  be  effective  on  Juh’  31, 
1975. 

These  regulations  have  been  approved 
by  the  Civil  Service  Commission. 

For  the  Commissioner. 

John  B.  Moore, 

Comptroller. 

(FB  Doc.7S-1084a  Filed  7-30-75:i:46  am] 
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Title  31 — Money  and  Finance:  Treasury 

CHAPTER  I— MONETARY  OFRCES, 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

(Treasury  Dept.  Order  No.  202-2] 

PART  81— NEWLY-MINED  DOMESTIC 
SILVER  REGULATIONS  OF  1965 

PART  93— OFFICE  OF  DOMESTIC  GOLD 

AND  SILVER  OPERATIONS  PROCE¬ 
DURES  AND  DESCRIPTIONS  OF  FORMS 

Disestablishment  of  the  Office  of  Domestic 
Gold  and  Silver  Operations 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  In 
me  as  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  Includ¬ 
ing  the  authority  in  Reorganization  Plan 
No.  26  of  1950,  and  due  to  the  termina¬ 
tion  of  gold  licensing  requirements  by 
Pub.  L.  93-373,  it  is  hereby  directed  that, 
effective  July  31, 1975 — 

1.  The  Office  of  Domestic  Gold  and 
Silver  Operations  is  disestablished  and 
its  functions  terminated,  with  the  excep¬ 
tion  of  the  following  functions  which  are 
transferred  to  the  Assistant  Secretary 
(International  Affairs)  for  assignment 
within  his  Office  as  he  shall  designate: 

a.  Providing  statistical  data  on  the  pri¬ 
vate  gold  market  for  use  by  the  Dep^- 
ment  of  the  Treasury; 

b.  Maintaining  continuing  assessment 
of  the  state  of  the  gold  market,  including 
direct  contact  with  major  dealers  and 
users; 

c.  Maintaining  liaison  with  the  staffs 
of  other  agencies  concerned  with  the  gold 
market;  and 

d.  Supervising  the  conduct  of  Treas¬ 
ury  operations  and  procedures  required 
by  Parts  81  and  93  of  the  Code  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Regulations. 

2.  All  references  in  Parts  81  and  93  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  to  the 
Office  of  Domestic  Gold  and  Silver  Op¬ 
erations  shall  for  procedural  pmposes  be 
deemed  to  refer  henceforth  to  the  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary  (International  Affairs) . 

3.  The  position  of  Director,  Office  of 
Domestic  Gold  and  Silver  Operations, 
and  all  Office  positions  vacant  as  of  July 
31, 1975,  are  abolished. 

4.  All  remaining  Office  positions  occu¬ 
pied  as  of  July  31, 1975,  and  their  inciun- 
bents  are  transferred  to  the  Office  of  the 
Assistant  Secretary  (International  Af¬ 
fairs)  . 

Treasury  Department  Order  No.  193 
(October  9,  1961),  Treasury  Department 
Order  No.  193-1,  Revision  2  (October  26, 
1967),  and  Treasury  Department  Order 
No.  193-2  (February  15, 1965)  are  hereby 
rescinded. 

Dated:  July  25,  1975. 

William  E.  Simon, 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

(PR  Doc.76-19866  PUed  7-30-76:8:46  am] 


Title  33 — Navigation  and  Navigable  Waters 

CHAPTER  II— CORPS  OF  ENGINEERS, 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  ARMY 

PART  207— NAVIGATION  REGULATIONS 

Ohio  River,  Mississippi  River  Above  Cairo, 
III.  and  Their  Tributaries 

On  5  March  1975  the  Department  of 
the  Army,  acting  through  the  Chief  of 


Engineers  published  proposed  regulations 
to  amend  the  present  regulations  in  33 
CFR  207.300  which  governs  the  use,  ad- 
ministratlcm  and  navigation  of  the  Ohio 
River,  Mississippi  River  above  Cairo, 
Illinois  and  their  tributaries. 

The  public  comment  period  for  this 
regulation  expired  on  4  April  1975.  No 
cmnments  were  received. 

The  Department  of  the  Army,  acting 
through  the  Chief  of  Engineers  is  pub¬ 
lishing  herewith  the  final  regulations  as 
follows: 

Section  207.300  is  revised  as  set  forth 
below. 

§  207.300  Ohio  River,  Mississippi  River 
above  Cairo,  RI.,  and  their  tributar¬ 
ies;  use,  administration,  and  naviga¬ 
tion. 

(a)  Authority  of  lockmasters.  The 
lockmaster  shall  be  charged  with  the 
immediate  control  and  management  of 
the  lock,  and  of  the  area  set  aside  as  the 
lock  area,  including  the  lock  approach 
channels.  He  shall  see  that  all  laws, 
rules,  and  regulations  for  the  use  of  the 
lock  and  lock  area  are  duly  complied 
with,  to  which  end  he  is  authorize  to 
give  all  necessary  orders  and  directions  in 
accordance  therewith,  both  to  employees 
of  the  Government  and  to  any  and  every 
pers<m  within  the  limits  of  the  lock  or 
lock  area,  whether  navigating  the  lock 
or  not.  No  one  shall  cause  any  movement 
of  any  vessel,  boat,  or  other  floating  thing 
in  the  lock  or  approaches  except  by  or 
under  the  direction  of  the  lockmaster  or 
his  assistants.  In  the  event  of  an  emer¬ 
gency,  the  lockmaster  may  depart  from 
these  regulations  as  he  deems  necessary. 
The  lockmasters  shall  also  be  charged 
with  the  control  and  management  of 
Federally  constructed  mooring  facilities. 

(b)  Safety  rules  for  vessels  using 
navigation  locks.  The  following  safety 
rules  are  hereby  prescribed  for  vessels  in 
the  locking  process,  including  the  act  of 
approaching  or  departing  a  lock: 

( 1 )  Tows  with  flammable  or  hazardous 
cargo  barges,  loaded  or  empty,  (i)  Strip¬ 
ping  barges  or  transferring  cargo  is  pro¬ 
hibited. 

(ii)  All  hatches  on  barges  used  to 
transport  flammable  or  hazardous  ma¬ 
terials  shall  be  closed  and  latched,  ex¬ 
cept  those  barges  carrying  a  gas-free 
certificate. 

(iii)  Spark-proof  protective  rubbing 
fenders  (“possums”)  shall  be  used. 

(2)  All  vessels,  (i)  Leaking  vessels  may 
be  excluded  from  locks  imtil  they  have 
been  repaired  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
lockmaster. 

(ii)  Smoking,  open  fiames,  and  chip¬ 
ping  or  other  spark-producing  activities 
are  prohibited  on  deck  during  the  lock¬ 
ing  cycle. 

(iii)  Painting  will  not  be  permitted  in 
the  lock  chamber  during  the  locking 
cycle. 

(iv)  Tow  speeds  shall  be  reduced  to  a 
rate  of  travel  such  that  the  tow  can  be 
stopped  by  checking  should  mechanical 
difficulties  develop.  Pilots  should  check 
with  the  individual  lockmasters  concern¬ 
ing  prevailing  conditions.  It  is  also  rec¬ 
ommended  that  pilots  check  their  ability 
to  reverse  their  engines  prior  to  begin¬ 


ning  an  approach.  Engines  shall  not  be 
turned  off  in  the  lock  until  the  tow  has 
stopped  and  been  made  fast 

(V)  U.S.  Coast  Guard  regulations  re¬ 
quire  all  vessels  to  have  on  board  life  sav¬ 
ing  devices  for  prevention  of  drowning. 
All  crew  members  of  vessels  required  to 
carry  work  vests  (life  jackets)  shall  wear 
them  during  a  lockage,  except  those  per¬ 
sons  in  an  area  enclosed  witii  a  handrail 
or  other  device  which  would  reasonably 
preclude  the  possibility  of  falling  over¬ 
board.  All  deckhands  handling  lines  dur¬ 
ing  locking  procedure  shall  wear  a  life 
jacket.  Vessels  not  required  by  Coast 
Guard  regulations  to  have  work  vests 
aboard  shall  have  at  least  the  prescribed 
life  saving  devices,  located  for  ready  ac¬ 
cess  and  use  if  needed.  The  lockmaster 
may  refuse  lockage  to  any  vessel  which 
fails  to  conform  to  the  above. 

(c)  Reporting  of  navigation  incidents. 
In  furtherance  of  increased  safety  on  wa¬ 
terways  the  following  safety  rides  are 
hereby  prescribed  for  all  navigation 
interests: 

(1)  Any  incident  resulting  in  uncon¬ 
trolled  barges  shall  immediately  be  re¬ 
ported  to  the  nearest  lock.  The  report 
shall  include  information  as  to  the  num¬ 
ber  of  loose  barges,  their  cargo,  and  the 
time  and  location  where  they  broke  loose. 
The  lockmaster  or  locks  shall  be  kept 
informed  of  the  progress  being  made  in 
bringing  the  barges  imder  control  so  that 
he  can  initiate  whatever  actions  may  be 
warranted. 

(2)  Whenever  barges  are  temporarily 
moored  at  other  than  commercial  ter¬ 
minals  or  established  fleeting  areas,  and 
their  breaking  away  could  endanger  a 
lock,  the  nearest  lock  shall  be  so  notified, 
preferably  the  downstream  lock. 

(3)  Sunken  or  sinking  barges  shall  be 
reported  to  the  nearest  lock  both  down¬ 
stream  and  upstrecun  of  the  location  in 
order  that  other  traffic  passing  those 
points  may  be  advised  of  &e  hazards. 

(4)  In  the  event  of  an  oil  spill,  notify 
the  nearest  lock  downstream,  soeclfying 
the  time  and  location  of  the  incident, 
type  of  oil,  amount  of  spill,  and  what  re¬ 
covery  or  controlling  measures  are  being 
employed. 

(5)  Any  other  activity  on  the  water¬ 
ways  that  could  conceivably  endanger 
navigation  or  a  navigation  structure 
shall  be  reported  to  the  nearest  lock. 

(6)  Whenever  it  is  necessary  to  report 
an  incident  involving  uncontrolled, 
sunken  or  sinking  barges,  the  cargo  in 
the  barges  shall  be  accurately  identified. 

(d)  Precedence  at  locks.  (1)  The  vessel 
arriving  first  at  a  lock  shall  normally  be 
first  to  lock  through,  but  precedence  shall 
be  given  to  vessels  belonging  to  the 
United  States.  Licensed  commercial  pas¬ 
senger  vessels  operating  on  a  published 
schedule  or  regularly  operating  in  the 
“for  hire”  trade  shall  have  precedence 
over  cargo  tows  and  like  craft.  Commer¬ 
cial  cargo  tows  shall  have  precedence 
over  recreational  craft,  except  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  paragraph  (f). 

(2)  Arrival  posts  or  markers  may  be 
established  ashore  above  and/or  below 
the  locks.  Vessels  arriving  at  or  opposite 
such  posts  or  markers  will  be  considered 
as  having  arrived  at  the  locks  within  the 
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«»An<wg  of  this  paragraph.  Precedence 
may  be  establish^  visually  or  by  radio 
communication.  The  lockmaster  may 
prescribe  such  departure  from  the  nor¬ 
mal  order  of  precedence  as  in  his  Judg¬ 
ment  is  warranted  to  achieve  best  lock 
utilization. 

<e>  Unnecessary  delay  at  locks.  Mas¬ 
ters  and  pilots  must  use  every  precaution 
to  prevent  unnecessary  delay  in  entering 
m:  leaving  locks.  Vessels  failing  to  enter 
locks  with  reasonable  promptness  when 
^gnalled  to  do  so  shall  lose  their  turn. 
Rearranging  or  switching  of  barges  in 
the  locks  or  in  aiH>roaches  is  prohibited 
unless  approved  or  directed  by  the  lock- 
master.  This  is  not  meant  to  cvuia.il 
“Jackknifing”  or  set-overs  where  normal¬ 
ly  practiced. 

(1)  Lockage  of  recreational  craft.  In 
order  to  fully  utilize  the  capacity  of  the 
lock,  the  lockage  of  recreational  craft 
^lall  be  expedited  by  locking  them 
through  with  commercial  craft,  provided 
that  both  parties  agree  to  joint  use  of 
the  chamber.  When  recreational  craft 
are  locked  simultaneously  with  commer¬ 
cial  tows,  the  lockmaster  will  direct, 
udienever  practicable,  that  the  recrea¬ 
tional  craft  enter  the  lock  and  depart 
while  the  tow  is  secured  in  the  lock.  Rec¬ 
reational  craft  will  not  be  locked  through 
with  vessels  carrying  volatile  cargoes  or 
other  substances  likely  to  emit  toxic  or 
explosive  vapors.  If  the  lockage  of  rec¬ 
reational  craft  cannot  be  accomplished 
within  the  time  required  for  three  other 
lockages,  a  separate  lockage  of  recrea¬ 
tional  cndt  shall  be  made.  Recreational 
craft  operators  are  advised  that  many 
locks  have  a  pull  chain  located  at  each 
exxl  of  the  lock  which  signals  the  lock- 
master  that  lockage  is  desired.  Further¬ 
more,  many  Mississippi  River-  locks 
utilize  a  strobe  light  at  the  lock  to  signal 
recreational  type  vessels  that  the  lock  is 
ready  for  entry.  Such  lights  are  used  ex¬ 
clusively  to  signal  recreational  craft. 

(g)  Simuttaneous  lockage  of  totes  with 
dangerous  cargoes.  Simultaneous  lockage 
of  other  tows  with  tows  carrying  dan¬ 
gerous  cargoes  or  containing  flammable 
vapors  normally  will  only  be  permitted 
when  there  is  agreement  between  the 
lockmaster  and  both  vessel  masters  that 
the  simultaneous  lockage  can  be  exe¬ 
cuted  safely.  He  shall  make  a  separate 
decision  each  time  such  action  seems 
safe  and  appropriate,  provided: 

(1)  The  first  vessel  or  tow  in  and  the 
last  vessel  or  tow  out  are  secured  before 
the  other  enters  or  leaves. 

(2)  Any  vessel  or  tow  carrying  danger¬ 
ous  cargoes  is  not  leaking. 

(3)  All  masters  involved  have  agreed 
to  the  Joint  use  of  the  lock  chamber. 

(h)  Stations  while  awaiting  a  lockage. 
Vessels  awaiting  their  turn  to  lock  shall 
remain  sufficiently  clear  of  the  structure 
to  allow  vmobstructed  departure  for  the 
vessel  leaving  the  lock.  However,  to  the 
extent  practicable  under  the  prevailing 
conditions,  vessels  and  tows  shall  posi¬ 
tion  tliemselves  so  as  to  minimize  ap¬ 
proach  time  when  signaled  to  do  so. 

(i)  Stations  while  awaiting  access 
through  rtavigable  pass.  When  navigable 
dams  are  up  or  are  in  the  process  of  being 


raised  or  lowered,  vessels  desiring  to  use 
the  pass  shall  wait  outside  the  limits  of 
the  apix-oach  points  tmless  authorized 
otherwise  by  the  lockmaster. 

(J)  Signals.  Signals  from  vessels  shall 
ordinarily  be  by  whistle;  signals  from 
locks  to  vessels  shall  be  by  whistle, 
another  sound  device,  or  vlsusd  means, 
when  a  whistle  is  used,  long  blasts  of  the 
whistle  shall  not  exceed  10  seconds  and 
short  blasts  of  the  whistle  shall  not  ex¬ 
ceed  3  seconds.  Where  a  lock  is  not  pro¬ 
vided  with  a  sound  or  visual  signal  in¬ 
stallation,  the  lockmaster  will  indicate 
by  voice  or  by  the  wave  of  a  hand  when 
the  vessel  may  enter  or  leave  the  lock. 
Vessels  must  approach  the  locks  with 
caution  and  shall  not  enter  nor  leave  the 
lock  imtil  signaled  to  do  so  by  the  lock- 
master.  The  following  lockage  signals  are 
prescribed: 

(1)  Sound  signals  by  means  of  a 
whistle.  These  signals  apply  at  either  a 
single  lock  or  twin  locks. 

(1)  Vessels  desiring  lockage  shall  on 
approaching  a  lock  give  the  foHowlng 
signals  at  a  distance  of  not  more  than 
one  mile  from  the  lock; 

(a)  If  a  single  lockage  only  is  re¬ 
quired:  One  Iqng  blast  of  the  whistle 
followed  by  one  short  blast. 

(b)  If  a  double  lockage  is  required: 
One  long  blast  of  the  whistle  followed 
by  two  short  blasts. 

(ii)  When  the  lock  is  ready  for  en¬ 
trance,  the  lock  will  give  the  following 
signals: 

(a>  One  long  blast  of  the  whistle  in¬ 
dicates  permission  to  enter  the  lock 
chamber  in  the  case  of  a  single  lock  or 
to  enter  the  landward  chamber  in  the 
case  of  twin  locks. 

(b)  Two  long  blasts  of  the  whistle  in¬ 
dicates  permission  to  enter  the  riverw’ard 
chamber  in  the  case  of  twin  locks. 

(ill)  Permission  to  leave  the  locks  will 
be  indicated  by  the  following  signals 
given  by  the  lock: 

(a)  One  short  blast  of  the  whistle  in¬ 
dicates  permission  to  leave  the  lock 
chamber  In  the  case  of  a  single  lock  or 
to  leave  the  landward  chamber  in  the 
case  of  twin  locks. 

(b)  Two  short  blasts  of  the  whistle  in¬ 
dicates  permission  to  leave  the  riverw'ard 
chamber  in  the  case  of  twin  locks. 

(Iv)  Pour  or  more  short  blasts  of  the 
lock  whistle  delivered  in  rapid  succes¬ 
sion  will  be  used  as  a  means  of  attracting 
attention,  to  Indicate  caution,  and  to  sig¬ 
nal  danger.  This  signal  will  be  used  to 
attract  the  attention  of  the  captain  and 
crews  of  vessels  using  or  approaching  the 
lock  or  navigating  in  its  vicinity  and  to 
indicate  that  something  unusual  involv¬ 
ing  danger  or  requiring  special  caution 
is  happening  or  is  about  to  take  place. 
When  this  signal  is  given  by  the  lock, 
the  captains  smd  crews  of  vessels  in  the 
vicinity  shall  immediately  become  on  the 
alert  to  determine  the  reason  for  the  sig¬ 
nal  and  shall  take  the  necessary  steps  to 
cope  with  the  situation. 

(2)  Lock  signal  lights.  At  locks  where 
density  of  traffic  or  other  local  condi¬ 
tions  make  it  advisable,  the  sound  sig¬ 
nals  from  the  lock  will  be  supplemented 
by  signal  lights.  Flashing  lights  (showing 
a  one-second  flash  followed  by  a  two- 


second  eclipse)  will  be  located  on  or  near 
each  end  of  the  land  wall  to  control  use 
of  a  single  look  or  of  the  landward  lock 
of  double  locks.  In  addition,  at  double 
locks,  interrupted  flashing  lights  (show¬ 
ing  a  one-second  flash,  a  one-second 
eclipse  and  a  one-second  flash,  followed 
by  a  three-second  eclipse)  will  be  located 
on  or  near  each  end  of  the  intermediate 
wall  to  control  use  of  the  liverward  lock. 
Navigation  will  be  governed  as  follows : 

(i)  Red  light.  Lock  cannot  be  made 
ready  immediately.  Vessel  shall  stand 
clear. 

<ii)  Amber  light.  Lock  is  being  made 
ready.  Vessel  may  approach  but  under 
full  control. 

(iii)  Green  light.  Lock  is  ready  for  en¬ 
trance. 

(iv)  Green  and  Amber.  Lock  is  ready 
for  entrance  but  gates  cannot  be  recessed 
completely.  Vessel  may  enter  imder  full 
ccm^l  and  with  extreme  caution. 

(3)  Radio  Communications.  VHF-FM 
radios,  operating  in  the  FCC  authorized 
Maritime  Band,  have  be^  installed  at  all 
operatkmal  locks  (except  those  on  the 
Kentucky  River  and  Lock  3,  Green 
River).  Radio  contact  may  be  made  by 
any  vessel  desiring  peussage.  Commercial 
tows  are  especially  requested  to  make 
contact  at  least  one  half  hour  before  ar¬ 
rival  in  order  that  the  pilot  may  be  in¬ 
formed  of  current  river  and  traffic  con¬ 
ditions  that  may  affect  the  safe  passage 
of  his  tow. 

(4)  All  locks  monitor  156.8  MHz  (Ch. 
16)  and  156.65  MHz  (Ch.  13)  and  can 
work  156.65  MHz  (CSi.  13)  and  156.7 
MHz  (di.  14)  Ch.  16  is  the  authorized 
call,  reply  and  distress  frequency,  and 
locks  are  not  permitted  to  work  on  this 
frequency  exqept  in  an  emergency  in¬ 
volving  the  risk  of  immediate  loss  of  life 
or  property.  Vessels  may  call  and  work 
C7h.  13,  without  switching,  but  are  cau¬ 
tioned  that  vessel  to  lock  traffic  must  not 
Interrupt  or  delay  Bridge  to  Bridge  traffic 
which  has  priority  at  all  times. 

(k)  Rafts.  Rafts  to  be  locked  through 
shall  be  moored  in  such  manner  as  not  to 
obstruct  the  entrance  of  the  lock,  and  if 
to  be  locked  in  sectiems,  shall  be  brought 
to  the  lock  as  directed  by  the  lockmaster. 
After  passing  the  lock  the  sections  shall 
be  reassembled  at  such  distance  beyond 
the  lock  as  not  to  Interfere  with  other 
vessels. 

(l)  Entrance  to  and  Exit  from  Locks. 
In  case  two  or  more  boats  or  tows  are  to 
enter  for  the  same  lockage,  their  order 
of  entry  shall  be  determined  by  the  lock- 
master.  Except  as  directed  by  the  lock- 
master,  no  boat  shall  pass  another  in  the 
lock.  In  no  case  will  boats' be  permitted 
to  enter  or  leave  the  locks  luitil  directed 
to  do  so  by  the  lockmaster.  The  sides  of 
all  craft  passing  through  any  lock  shall 
be  free  from  projections  of  any  kind 
which  might  Injvure  the  lock  walls.  All 
vessels  shall  be  provided  with  suitable 
fenders,  and  shall  be  used  to  protect  the 
lock  and  guide  walls  until  it  has  cleared 
the  lock  and  guide  walls. 

(m)  Mooring.  (1)  At  locks.  (1)  All  ves¬ 
sels  when  In  the  locks  shall  be  moored 
as  directed  by  the  lockmaster.  Vessels 
shall  be  moored  with  bow  and  stem  lines 
leading  in  opposite  directions  to  prevent 
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the  vessd  from  "nmninc"  in  the  lock.  All 
vesaels  will  hare  one  additiosial  line 
available  on  the  head  of  the  tow  for 
emergency  use.  The  pilothouee  AaU  be 
attended  by  Qualified  penonnel  during 
the  entire  locking  i>rooediire.  When  the 
vessel  is  securely  moored,  the  pilot  shall 
not  cause  movement  of  the  propeUers  ex¬ 
cept  in  emergency  or  unless  directed  by 
the  lockmaster.  Tying  to  lock  ladders  is 
strictly  prohibited. 

(il)  Mooring  of  unattended  or  nonpro- 
pelled  vessels  or  small  craft  at  the  upper 
or  lower  channel  approaches  will  not  be 
permitted  within  1200  feet  of  the  lock. 

(2)  Outside  of  locks.  (1)  No  vessel  or 
other  craft  shall  regularly  or  perma¬ 
nently  moor  in  any  reach  of  a  navigation 
channel.  The  approximate  centerline  of 
such  rhRnnfti!*  are  marked  as  the  sail¬ 
ing  line  on  Corps  of  FSnglneers*  naviga¬ 
tion  charts.  Nor  shall  any  floating  craft, 
except  in  an  emergency,  moor  in  any 
narrow  or  hazardous  section  of  the 
waterway.  Furthermore,  all  vessels  or 
other  craft  are  prohibited  from  regularly 
or  permanently  mooring  in  any  section 
of  navigable  waterways  which  are  con¬ 
gested  with  commercial  facilities  or  traf¬ 
fic  imless  it  is  moored  at  facilities  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  or 
his  authorized  representative.  The  lim¬ 
its  of  the  congested  areas  shall  be 
marked  on  Corps  of  Engineers’  naviga¬ 
tion  charts.  However,  the  District  En¬ 
gineer  may  authorize  in  writing  excep¬ 
tions  to  any  of  the  above  if.  in  his  Judg¬ 
ment,  such  mooring  would  not  adversely 
affect  navigation  and  anchorage. 

(il)  No  vessel  or  other  craft  shall  be 
moored  to  railroad  tracks,  to  riverbanks 
in  the  vicinity  of  railroad  tracks  when 
such  mooring  threatens  the  safety  of 
equipment  using  such  tracks,  to  tele¬ 
phone  poles  or  power  pedes,  or  to  bridges 
or  similar  structures  used  by  the  public. 

(ill)  Except  in  case  of  great  emergency, 
no  vessel  or  craft  shall  anchor  over 
revetted  banks  of  the  river,  and  no  float¬ 
ing  plant  other  than  launches  and  simi¬ 
lar  small  craft  shall  land  against  banks 
protected  by  revetment  except  at  regular 
commercial  landings.  In  all  cases,  every 
precaution  to  avoid  damage  to  the  revet¬ 
ment  works  shall  be  exercised.  The  con¬ 
struction  of  log  rafts  along  mattressed  or 
paved  banks  or  the  tying  up  and  landing 
of  log  rafts  against  such  banks  shall  be 
performed  in  such  a  manner  as  to  cause 
no  damage  to  the  mattress  work  or  bank 
paving.  Generally,  mattress  work  extends 
out  into  the  river  600  feet  from  the  low 
water  line. 

(iv)  Any  vessel  utilizing  a  federally 
constructed  mooring  facility  (e.g.,  cells, 
buoys,  anchor  rings)  at  the  points  desig¬ 
nate  on  the  current  issue  of  the  Corps’ 
navigation  charts  shall  advise  the  lock- 
mEister  at  the  nearest  lock  from  that 
point  by  the  most  expeditions  means. 

(n)  Dmft  of  resscis.  No  vessel  shall 
attempt  to  enter  a  lock  unless  its  draft 
is  at  least  three  Inches  less  than  the  least 
depth  of  water  over  the  guard  sflls,  or 
over  the  gate  sills  if  there  be  no  guard 
sills.  Information  concerning  controlling 
depth  over  sills  can  be  obtained  from  the 
lockmaster  at  each  lock  or  by  inquiry  at 


the  oflloe  of  the  district  engineer  of  the 
district  in  which  the  lock  is  located. 

(o)  Handling  machinery.  No  one  but 
employees  of  the  United  States  shall 
move  any  lock  machinery  except  as  di¬ 
rected  by  the  lockmaster.  Tampering  or 
meddling  with  the  machinery  or  other 
parts  of  the  lock  is  strictly  forbidden. 

(p)  Refuse  in  locks.  Placing  or  dis¬ 
charging  refuse  of  any  description  into 
the  lock,  on  lock  walls  or  esplanad,;,  canal 
or  canal  bank  Is  prohibited. 

(q)  Damage  to  locks  or  other  work.  To 
avoid  damage  to  plant  and  stmctiures 
connected  with  the  construction  or  re¬ 
pair  of  locks  and  dams,  vessels  passing 
structures  in  the  process  of  construction 
or  repair  shall  reduce  their  speed  and 
navigate  with  special  caution  while  in 
the  vicinity  of  such  work.  The  restric¬ 
tions  and  admonitions  contained  in  these 
regulaticuis  shall  not  affect  the  liability 
of  the  owners  and  operators  of  floating 
craft  for  any  damage  to  locks  or  other 
structiures  caused  by  the  operation  of 
suen  craft. 

(r)  Trespass  of  lock  property.  Trespass 
on  locks  or  dams  or  other  United  States 
property  pertaining  to  the  locks  or  dams 
is  strictly  prohibited  except  in  those 
areas  specifically  permitted.  Parties  com¬ 
mitting  any  injury  to  the  locks  or  dams 
or  to  any  part  thereof  will  be  responsible 
therefor.  Any  person  committing  a  will¬ 
ful  injury  to  any  United  States  property 
will  be  prosecuted.  No  fishing  will  be  per¬ 
mitted  from  lock  walls,  guide  walls,  or 
guard  walls  of  any  lock  or  from  any  dam, 
except  in  areas  designated  and  posted  by 
the  responsible  District  Engineer  as  fish¬ 
ing  areas.  Personnel  from  commercial 
and  recreational  craft  will  be  allowed  on 
the  lock  structure  for  legitimate  business 
reasons;  e.g.,  crew  changes,  emergency 
phone  calls,  etc. 

(s)  Restricted  areas  at  looks  and  dams. 
All  waters  immediately  above  and  below 
each  dam.  as  posted  by  the  respective 
District  Engineers,  are  hereby  designated 
as  restricted  areas.  No  vessel  or  other 
floating  craft  shall  enter  any  such  re¬ 
stricted  ares  at  any  time.  The  limits  of 
the  restricted  areas  at  each  dam  will  be 
determined  by  the  responsible  District 
Engineer  and  market  by  signs  and/or 
flashing  red  lights  installed  in  conspicu¬ 
ous  and  appropriate  places. 

(t)  Statistical  information.  (1)  Mas¬ 
ters  of  vessels  shall  furnish  to  the  lock- 
master  such  statistics  of  passengers  or 
cargo  as  may  be  requested. 

(2)  The  owners  or  masters  of  vessels 
sunk  in  the  navigable  waters  of  the 
United  States  shall  provide  the  appro¬ 
priate  District  Engineer  with  a  copy  of 
the  sunken  vessel  report  furnished  to  the 
U.S.  Coast  Guard  Marine  Inspection  Of¬ 
fice  in  accordance  with  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  Title  33  Subpart  64.10-1. 

<u)  Operations  during  high  water  and 
floods  in  designated  vulnerable  areas. 
Vessels  operating  on  these  waters  during 
periods  when  river  stages  exceed  the  level 
of  “ordinary  high  water,*’  as  designated 
on  Corps  of  Ei^gineers’  navigation  charts, 
shall  exercise  reasonable  care  to  mini¬ 
mize  the  effects  of  their  bow  waves  and 
propeller  washes  on  river  banks;  sub¬ 


merged  or  partially  submerged  struc¬ 
tures  or  habitatioDs;  terrestrial  growth 
such  as  trees  and  bushes:  UKi  man-made 
amenities  that  may  be  present.  Vessels 
shall  operate  carefully  when  passing  close 
to  levees  and  other  flood  protection 
works,  and  shall  observe  miniminn  dis¬ 
tances  from  banks  which  may  be  pre¬ 
scribed  from  time  to  time  in  Notices  to 
Navigation  Interests.  Pilots  should  exer¬ 
cise  particular  care  not  to  direct  ixropeUer 
wash  at  river  banks,  levees,  revetments, 
structures  or  otho:  appurtenances  sub¬ 
ject  to  damage  from  wave  action. 

(v)  Navigation  lights  for  use  at  all 
locks  and  dams  except  on  the  Kentucky 
River  and  Lock  3,  Green  River.  (1)  At 
locks  at  all  fixed  dams  and  at  locks  at  all 
movable  dams  when  the  dams  are  up  so 
that  there  is  no  navigable  pass  through 
the  dam,  the  following  navigation  lights 
will  be  displayed  during  hours  of 
daikness: 

(1)  Three  green  lights  visible  through 
an  arc  of  360*  arranged  in  a  vertical  Ikie 
on  the  upstream  end  of  the  river  (guard) 
wall  unless  the  intermediate  wall  ex¬ 
tends  farther  upstream.  In  the  latter 
case,  the  lights  will  be  placed  on  the  up¬ 
stream  end  of  the  Intermediate  walL 

(ii)  Two  green  Ughts  visible  through 
an  arc  of  860*  arranged  In  a  vertical  line 
on  the  downstream  end  of  the  river 
(guard)  wall  unless  the  intermediate 
wall  extends  farther  downstream.  In  ihe 
latter  case,  the  lights  will  be  placed  on 
the  downstream  end  of  the  intermediate 
wall. 

(lii)  A  single  red  light,  visible  through 
an  arc  of  360*  on  each  end  (upstream 
and  downstream)  of  the  land  (guide) 
wall. 

(2)  At  movable  dams  when  the  dam 
has  been  lowered  or  partly  lowered  so 
that  there  is  an  unobstructed  navigable 
pass  through  the  dam,  the  imvlgation 
lights  indicated  in  the  following  para¬ 
graphs  will  be  displa}^  during  ho^  of 
darkness  until  lo^  walls  and  weir  piers 
are  awash. 

(1)  Three  red  lights  visible  through 
an  arc  of  360*  arranged  in  a  vertical 
line  on  the  upstream  end  of  the  river 
(guard)  wall. 

(il)  Two  red  lights  visible  through  an 
arc  of  360*  arranged  in  a  vertical  line 
on  the  downstream  end  of  the  river 
(guard)  wan. 

(ill)  A  single  red  light  visible  through 
an  arc  of  360*  on  each  end  (upstream 
and  downstream)  of  the  land  (guide) 
waU. 

(3)  After  lock  walls  and  weir  piers 
are  awash  they  will  be  marked  as  pre¬ 
scribed  In  paragraph  (x)  below. 

(4)  If  one  or  more  bear  traps  or  weirs 
are  open  or  partiafly  open,  and  mny 
cause  a  set  in  emrent  conditions  at  the 
upper  approach  to  the  locks,  this  fact 
will  be  indicated  by  displaying  a  white 
circular  disk  S  feet  in  diameter,  on  or 
near  the  light  support  on  the  upstream 
end  of  the  land  (guide)  waU  during 
the  hours  of  daylight,  and  wiU  be  indi¬ 
cated  during  hours  of  darkness  by  dis¬ 
playing  a  white  (amber)  light  vertically 
under  and  5  feet  below  the  red  light  on 
the  upstream  end  of  the  land  (guide) 
wall. 
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(5)  At  Locks  No.  1  and  2,  Green 
River,  when  the  locks  are  not  in  op¬ 
eration  because  of  high  river  stages,  a 
single  red  light  visible  through  an  arc 
of  360*  will  be  displayed  on  each  end 
(upstream  and  downstream)  of  the  lock 
river  (guard)  will  at  which  time  the 
lights  referred  to  above  will  not  be 
visible. 

(w)  Navigation  lights  for  use  at  locks 
and  dams  on  the  Kentucky  River  and 
Lock  3,  Green  River.  A  single  red  light 
visible  through  an  arc  of  360*  shall  be 
displayed  during  hours  of  darkness  at 
each  end  of  the  river  waU  or  extending 
guard  structures  until  these  structures 
are  awash. 

(x)  Buoys  at  movable  dams.  (1)  When¬ 
ever  the  river  (guard)  wall  of  the  lock 
and  any  portion  of  the  dam  are  awash, 
and  until  covered  by  a  depth  of  water 
equal  to  the  project  depth,  the  limits  of 
the  navigable  pass  through  the  dam  will 
be  marked  by  buoys  located  at  the  up¬ 
stream  and  downstream  ends  of  the  river 
(guard)  wall,  and  by  a  single  buoy  over 
the  end  or  ends  of  the  portion  or  portions 
of  the  dam  adjacent  to  the  navigable 
pass  over  which  project  depth  is  not 
available.  A  red  nun-t3(pe  buoy  will  be 
used  for  such  structures  located  on 'the 
left-hand  side  (facing  downstream)  of 
the  river  and  a  black  can-type  buoy  for 
such  structures  located  on  the  right- 
hand  side.  Buoys  will  be  lighted,  if 
practicable. 

(2)  Where  powerhouses  or  other  sub¬ 
stantial  structures  projecting  consider¬ 
ably  above  the  level  of  the  lock  wall  are 
located  on  the  river  (guard)  wall,  a 
single  red  light  located  on  top  of  one  of 
these  structures  may  be  used  instead  of 
river  wall  buoys  prescribed  above  until 
these  structures  are  awash,  after  which 
they  will  be  marked  by  a  buoy  of  appro¬ 
priate  type  and  color  (red  mm  or  black 
can  buoy)  vmtil  covered  by  a  depth  of 
water  equal  to  the  project  depth.  Buoys 
will  be  lighted,  if  practicable. 

(y)  Vessels  to  carry  regulations.  A  copy 
of  these  regulations  shall  be  kept  at  all 
times  on  board  each  vessel  regularly  en¬ 
gaged  in  navigating  the  rivers  to  which 
these  regulations  apply.  Copies  may  be 
obtained  from  any  l(x:k  office  or  District 
En^eer’s  office  cm  request.  Masters  of 
such  vessels  are  encomaged  to  have  on 
board  copies  of  the  current  edition  of  ap¬ 
propriate  navigation  charts. 

Dated;  June  30. 1975. 

Howard  H.  Callaway, 
Secretary  of  the  Army. 

Notes 

1.  Muskingum  River  Lock  &  Dam  1  has 
been  removed.  Ohio  River  slackwater  pro¬ 
vides  navigable  channel  for  recreational 
craft  to  Lock  2  near  Devola,  Ohio.  Muskin- 
g\im  River  Locks  2  thru  11  incliisive  have 
been  transferred  to  the  State  of  Ohio  and  are 
curated  during  the  recreational  boating  sea¬ 
son  by  the  Ohio  Department  of  Natural  Re¬ 
sources.  Inquiries  regarding  Mtiskingum 
River  channel  conditions  and  lock  availabU- 
ity  should  be  directed  to  the  aforementioned 
Department. 

2.  Little  Kanawha  River  Lock  and  Dam  1 
has  been  removed,  thus  permitting  recrea¬ 
tional  craft  to  navigate  up  to  Lock  2  near 
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Slate,  W.  Va.  Operation  of  Locks  2  thru  5  on 
the  Little  Kanawha  River  has  been  dis¬ 
continued. 

3.  Big  Sandy  River:  Lock  1  has  been  re¬ 
moved,  thiis  permitting  recreational  craft  to 
navigate  to  Lock  2,  near  Bnchanan,  Ky.  Op¬ 
eration  of  Lock  2  and  Lock  3  near  Fort  Oay, 
W.  Va.  has  been  discontinued.  Operation  of 
Lock  and  Dam  1  on  Levlsa  Fork  near  Oallup, 
Ky.,  and  Lock  and  Dam  1  on  Tug  Fork  near 
Chapman,  Ky.  has  been  dlscontlniied. 

4.  Operation  of  the  following  Oreen  River 
Locks  has  been  discontinued:  Lock  4  near 
Woodbury,  Ky.,  Lock  5  near  Glenmore,  Ky., 
and  Lock  6  near  Brownsville,  Ky. 

5.  Operation  of  Barren  River  Lock  and  Dam 
No.  1  near  Richardsville,  Ky.  has  been  dis¬ 
continued. 

6.  Operation  of  Rough  River  Lock  and  Dam 
No.  1  near  Hartford,  Ky.  has  been  discon¬ 
tinued. 

7.  Operation  of  Osage  River  Lock  and  Dam 
1  near  Osage  City,  Mo.,  has  been  discontinued. 

8.  Operation  of  the  34  locks  in  the  Illinois 
and  Mississippi  (Hennepin)  Canal,  Including 
the  feeder  section,  has  been  discontinued. 

9.  Operation  of  the  Illinois  and  Michigan 
Canal  has  been  discontinued. 

(FR  Doc.75-19836  Filed  7-3(>-76;8:45  am] 


Title  45— Public  Welfare 

CHAPTER  X— COMMUNITY  SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

PART  1061— CHARACTER  AND  SCOPE  OF 
SPECIFIC  COMMUNITY  ACTION  PRO¬ 
GRAMS 

Emergency  Energy  Conservation  Program 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  75-19456  appearing  at  page 
31602  of  the  issue  for  Monday,  July  28, 
1975,  the  chapter  heading  incorrectly 
listed  the  Community  Services  Admin¬ 
istration  as  part  of  the  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare.  Since 
CSA  is  an  independent  agency,  the  head¬ 
ing  of  45  CFR  Chapter  X  should  read 
as  set  forth  above. 


Title  50 — ^Wildlife  and  Fisheries 

CHAPTER  I— U.S.  FISH  AND  WILDLIFE 
SERVICE,  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

PART  32— HUNTING 

Crab  Orchard  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
Illinois 

The  following  special  regulation  is  is¬ 
sued  and  is  effective  July  31, 1975. 

§  32.32  Special  regulations;  big  game; 
for  individual  wildlife  refuge  areas. 

Illinois 

CRAB  ORCHARD  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

The  public  hunting  of  deer  on  the 
Crab  Orchard  National  Wildlife  Refuge 
on  that  portion  of  the  refuge  enclosed  by 
a  5 -strand  barbed  wire  fence  and  desig¬ 
nated  as  Area  n  is  permitted  from  6:30 
a.m.  to  4  p.m..  November  21  through 
November  23,  1975,  and  from  December 
12  through  December  14,  1975.  This 
area,  comprising  21,000  acres,  is  delin¬ 
eated  on  maps  available  at  refuge  head¬ 
quarters,  Carterville,  Illinois  62918,  and 
from  the  Regional  Director,  UJ3.  Fish 
and  Wildlife  Service,  Federal  BuUdlng. 
Port  Snelling,  Twin  Cities,  lifinnesota 
55111,  Himtlng  shall  be  In  accordance 


with  all  applicable  State  and  Federal 
regulations.  Including  State  Adminis¬ 
trative  Orders,  and  subject  to  the  follow¬ 
ing  special  conditions; 

(1)  Hxmting  is  prohibited  within  100 
yards  of  roads  open  to  public  travel, 
buildings  and  other  areas  as  posted. 

(2)  Himters  must  be  checked  in  at  the 
refuge  fire  station  dining  the  three  day 
period  before  their  entry  into  the  closed 
area. 

(3)  Hunters  must  wear  the  provided 
arm  band  between  the  elbow  and  shoul¬ 
der  of  one  arm  while  hunting  in  the  area. 

(4)  Hunters  will  be  permitted  use  of 
the  area  only  between  the  hours  of  5:30 
a.m.  and  5  pm.  during  their  assigned 
three  day  season. 

(5)  Each  hunter  must  possess  the  spe¬ 
cial  permit,  issued  by  the  Illinois  C!onser- 
vation  Department,  showing  the  date  he 
is  to  hunt  on  the  refuge  closed  area. 

(6)  Upon  checking  into  the  fire  sta¬ 
tion,  each  hunter  will  be  Issued  a  num¬ 
bered  tag.  Immediately  upon  reducing  a 
deer  to  possession,  the  metal  tag  must  be 
securely  affixed  to  the  deer’s  hind  leg. 
between  the  leg  bone  and  tendon.  The 
deer  will  not  be  transported  without  the 
tag  being  securely  fastened  to  the  leg. 

(7)  All  deer  taken  on  the  refuge  must 
be  checked  in  at  the  refuge  check  station 
before  being  transported  from  refuge 
property. 

The  public  hunting  of  deer  on  that  por¬ 
tion  of  the  Crab  Orchard  Refuge  desig¬ 
nated  as  Areas  I  and  HI  is  permitted 
during  the  regular  state  deer  hunting 
season.  This  area  comprised  of  23,000 
acres,  is  delineated  on  maps  available  at 
refuge  headquarters,  Carterville,  Illinois 
62918,  and  from  the  Regional  Director, 
U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  Federal 
Building.  Fort  Snelling.  Twin  Cities, 
Minnesota  55111.  Hunting  shall  be  in 
compliance  with  all  applicable  State  and 
Federal  regulations,  including  State  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Orders. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  In  Title  50, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32,  and 
are  effective  through  December  14,  1975. 

Wayne  D.  Adams, 
Project  Manager, 

Crab  Orchard  National  Wildlife  Refuge. 

July  23. 1975. 

[FR  Doc.76-19846  Filed  7-30-76:8:45  am) 


PART  32— HUNTING 

Hunting  on  Certain  National  Wildlife 
Refuges  in  California 

The  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  pro¬ 
poses  to  change  regulations  concerning 
the  himtlng  of  migratory  game  birds, 
upland  game  birds  and  big  game  for  cer¬ 
tain  individual  wildlife  refuges  In  Call- 
fomla. 

The  purpose  of  the  proposed  change  is 
to  increase  the  quality  of  the'  hunting 
experience  on  these  refuge  public  hunting 
areas. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
this  rulemaking  by  submitting  written 
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comments,  preferably  In  triplicate  to  the 
Regional  Director  (RP),  U.8.  Pish  and 
Wildlife  Service.  Post  Office  Box  3737, 
Portland,  OR  97208.  All  relevant  com¬ 
ments  received  no  later  than  September 
2, 1975  will  be  considered.  This  will  allow 
a  30  day  period  for  submittal  of  written 
comments  prior  to  the  final  rulemaking 
process.  Comments  received  will  be  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection  during  normal 
business  hours  at  the  Service’s  office  at 
1500  NE  Irving  Street,  Room  468,  Port¬ 
land,  Oregon  97232. 

This  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  is 
issued  under  the  authority  contained  in 
the  Migratory  Bird  Treaty  Act  (16  U.S.C. 
704). 

Aocordinefly.  it  is  proposed  to  amend 
Chapter  I  of  Title  50,  Code  of  Pederal 
Regulations,  by  revising  §S  32.12.  32.22 
and  32.32  to  read  as  set  forth  below. 

The  following  regulations  are  proposed 
and  will  be  effective  October  11,  1975. 
These  regulations  apply  to  public  hunt¬ 
ing  on  portions  of  certain  national  wild¬ 
life  refuges  in  California. 

General  conditions:  Hunting  shall  be 
in  accordance  with  applicable  State  and 
Pederal  regulations.  Portions  of  refuges 
which  are  open  to  hunting  are  designated 
by  signs  and/or  delineated  on  maps.  Spe¬ 
cial  conditions  applying  to  individual 
refuges  are  listed  on  the  reverse  side  of 
maps  available  at  the  refuge  headquar¬ 
ters  and  from  the  office  of  the  Regional 
Director,  Pish  and  Wildlife  Service,  P.O. 
Box  3737,  Portland,  Oregon  97208. 

§  32.12  SperinI  rrgulationM ;  migrutory 
game  bird!«;  for  individual  wildlife 
refuge  areas. 

Migratory  game  birds,  except  snipe 
and  pigeons  and  doves,  may  be  hunt^ 
on  the  following  refuge  areas: 

Salton  Sea  National  Wildlife  Refuge.  P.O. 
Box  247.  Callpatrla,  California  02283. 

Kern  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  P.O.  Box 
219,  Delano,  California  93215. 

Merced  National  Wildlife  Refuge  (Head- 
quarters:  San  Lula  National  Wildlife  Refuge. 
P.O.  Box  2176,  Los  Banos.  California  93635). 

Migratory  game  birds,  except  pigeons  and 
doves,  may  be  hunted  on  the  foUowlng  refuge 
areas: 

Sacramento  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
Route  1,  Box  311,  Willows,  California  95988. 

Colusa  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  Route  1, 
Box  311,  Willows,  California  95988. 

Special  Conditions:  1.  Steel  shot  only  may 
be  possesed  or  used  on  the  refuge  hunting 
area. 

Delevan  National  Wildlife  Refuge.  Route  1, 
Box  311,  Willows.  California  95988. 

Sutter  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  Route  1, 
Box  311,  Willows,  California  95988. 

Kesterson  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  P.O. 
Box  2176,  Los  Banos.  California  93635. 

San  Luis  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  P.O.  Box 
2176,  Los  Banos,  California  93635. 

Clear  Lake  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
(Headquarters:  Klamath  Basin  National 
Wildlife  Refuges,  Route  1,  Box  74,  Tulelake, 
California  96134). 

Special  Conditions:  1.  Boats  with  or  with¬ 
out  motors  are  permitted.  Air-thrust,  water- 
thrust.  and  BcuUlng  boats  are  prohibited. 

2.  All  decoys,  boats,  and  other  personal 
property  must  be  removed  from  the  refuge 
at  the  close  of  each  day. 

Lower  Klamath  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
(Headquarters:  Klamath  Basin  National 
Wildlife  Refuges,  Route  1,  Box  74,  Tulelake, 
California  96134). 


Special  Conditions:  1.  During  the  first  two 
dairs  of  waterfowl  season,  aU  hunters  16  years 
of  age  and  older  must  have  In  their  posses¬ 
sion  an  entry  permit  for  the  controlled  hunt¬ 
ing  tmlt  In  which  they  are  hunting. 

2.  Posted  retrieving  xones  are  established 
on  certain  hunting  units.  Possession  of  fire¬ 
arms  In  these  retrieving  zones  Is  prohibited, 
except,  unloaded  firearms  may  be  taken 
through  these  zones  when  necessary  to  reach 
cur  leave  hunting  areas.  Decoys  may  not  be 
set  In  retrieving  zones. 

3.  Boats  with  or  without  motors  are  per¬ 
mitted.  Air-thrust,  water-thrust,  and  sculling 
boats  are  prohibited. 

4.  All  decoys,  boats,  and  other  personal 
property  must  be  removed  from  the  refuge  at 
the  close  of  each  day. 

5.  In  designated  spaced  blind  areas,  hunters 
may  not  possess  any  loaded  firearm  further 
than  30  feet  from  the  established  blind 
stakes. 

6.  Bow  hunters  must  follow  the  same  regu¬ 
lations  as  firearm  hunters.  The  use  of  long 
bow  is  permitted. 

7.  Legal  waterfowl  shooting  hours  shall  be 
from  one-half  hour  before  sunrise  to  1  pjn. 
daily  on'all  California  portions  of  the  refuge. 

Tule  Lake  National  Wildlife  Refuge.  (Head¬ 
quarters:  Klamath  Basin  National  Wildlife 
Refuges.  Route  1,  Box  74,  Tulelake,  California 
66134). 

Special  Conditions:  1.  During  the  first  two 
dairs  of  waterfowl  season,  all  hunters  16 
years  of  age  and  older  must  have  in  their 
possession  an  entry  permit  for  the  controlled 
hunting  unit  In  which  they  are  hunting. 

2.  Posted  retrieving  zones  are  established 
on  certain  hunting  units.  Possession  of  fire¬ 
arms  In  these  retrieving  zones  Is  prohibited, 
except,  unloaded  firearms  may  be  taken 
through  these  zones  when  necessary  to  reach 
or  leave  hunting  areas.  Decoys  may  not  be 
set  In  retrieving  zones. 

3.  Boats  with  or  without  motors  are  per¬ 
mitted.  Air-thrust,  water-thrust,  and  sculling 
boats  are  prohibited. 

4.  All  decoys,  boats,  and  other  personal 
property  must  be  removed  from  the  refuge 
at  the  close  of  each  day. 

5.  In  designated  spaced  blind  areas,  hunters 
may  not  possess  any  loaded  firearm  further 
than  30  feet  from  the  established  blind 
stakes.  Hunters  will  select  blind  sites  by 
lottery  at  the  beginning  of  each  day’s  hunt. 

6.  The  use  of  long  bow  Is  permitted.  Bow 
hunters  must  follow  the  same  regulations  as 
firearm  hunters. 

7.  Legal  waterfowl  shooting  hours  shall  be 
from  one-half  hour  before  sunrise  to  1  p.m. 
dally. 

Modoc  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  P.O.  Box 
1610,  Alturas,  California  06101. 

Special  Conditions:  1.  First  weekend  only, 
entry  permits  are  required  to  enter  the  hunt¬ 
ing  area  for  every  Individual  with  the  ex¬ 
ception  of  persons  under  16  years  of  age. 

2.  After  first  weekend,  hunting  permitted 
on  Tuesdays,  Thursdays,  and  Saturdays  dur¬ 
ing  authorized  seasons. 

3.  Hunters  are  required  to  enter  hunting 
area  via  designated  parking  sites. 

4.  Hunting  area  is  open  for  access  from 
90  minutes  prior  to  legal  shooting  hours 
until  00  minutes  after  sunset  on  days  hunt¬ 
ing  is  permitted. 

§  32.22  Special  regulations;  upland 
game;  for  individual  wildlife  refuge 
areas. 

Ring-necked  pheasant  only  may  be 
hunted  on  the  following  refuge  areas: 

Colusa  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  Route  1, 
Box  Sll,  Willows,  Callfomla  08088. 

Delevan  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  Route 
1,  Box  311,  Willows,  Callfomla  95988. 


Kem  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  P.O.  Box 
219,  Delano,  California  93215. 

Merced  National  Wildlife  Refuge.  P.O.  Box 
2176.  Los  Banos,  Callfomla  98635. 

Sacramento  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
Route  1,  Box  311,  WUlowa,  California  95988. 

Sutter  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  Route  1, 
Box  311,  WlUows,  Callfomla  95988. 

Lower  Klamath  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
(Headquarters:  Klamath  Basin  National 
Wildlife  Refuges,  Route  1.  Box  74.  Tulelake, 
California  96134). 

Special  Conditions:  1.  Additional  refuge 
area  designated  by  special  posting  wUl  be 
open  to  a  special  4-day  pheasant  hunt. 

2.  Pheasants  may  not  be  hunted  In  re¬ 
trieving  zones. 

Tule  Lake  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
(Headquarters:  Klamath  Basin  National 
Wildlife  Refuges.  Route  1,  Box  74,  Tulelake. 
California  96134). 

Special  conditions:  1.  Additional  refuge 
area  designated  by  special  posting  will  be 
open  to  a  special  4-day  pheasant  hunt. 

2.  Pheasants  may  not  be  hunted  In  re¬ 
trieving  zones. 

The  provisions  of  these  special  regu¬ 
lations  supplement  the  regulations 
which  govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge 
areas  generally  and  which  are  set  forth 
in  Title  50,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations, 
Part  32,  and  are  effective  throu^  June 
30,  1976. 

Dated:  July  17,  1975. 

William  H.  Meyee. 

Acting  Regional  Director, 

Fish  and  Wildlife  Service. 

(PR  Doc.75-19847  Piled  7-30-75:8:45  am] 


PART  32— HUNTING 

Hunting  on  Certain  National  Wildlife 
Refuges  in  Oregon 

The  U.S.  Pish  and  Wildlife  Service 
proposes  to  change  regulations  cimcem- 
ing  the  hunting  of  migratory  game  birds, 
upland  game  birds  and  big  game  for 
certain  individual  wildlife  refuges  in 
Oregon. 

The  purpose  of  the  proposed  change  is 
to  increase  the  quality  of  the  hunting 
experience  on  these  refuge  public  hunt¬ 
ing  areas. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
this  rulemaking  by  submitting  written 
comments,  preferably  in  triplicate  to  the 
Regional  Director  (RP),  U.S.  Pish  and 
Wildlife  Service,  Post  Office  Box  3737, 
Portland,  OR  9'7208.  All  relevant  com¬ 
ments  received  no  later  than  September 
2, 1975  will  be  considered.  This  will  allow 
a  30  day  period  for  submittal  of  written 
comments  prior  to  the  final  rulemaking 
process.  Comments  received  will  be  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection  during  normal 
business  hours  at  the  Service’s  office  at 
1500  NE  Irving  Street,  Room  468,  Port¬ 
land,  Oregon  97232. 

This  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  is 
issued  under  the  authority  contained  in 
the  Migratory  Bird  Treaty  Act  (16  U.S.C. 
704). 

Accordingly,  it  is  proposed  to  amend 
Chapter  I  of  Title  50,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  by  revising  S  32.12,  S  32.22 
and  S  32.32  to  read  as  set  forth  bdow. 

The  following  regulations  are  proposed 
and  will  be  effective  October  11,  1975. 
These  regulations  apply  to  public  hunting 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  40,  NO.  148— THURSDAY,  JULY  31,  1475 


32126 

on  portions  of  certain  National  Wildlife 
Refuges  in  Oregon. 

General  conditions:  Hunting  shall  be 
in  accordance  with  applicable  State  and 
Federal  regulations.  Portions  of  refuges 
which  are  open  to  hunting  are  designated 
by  signs  and/or  delineated  on  maps.  No 
vehicle  travel  is  permitted  except  on 
maintained  roads  and  trails.  Special  con¬ 
ditions  applying  to  individual  refuges 
are  listed  on  the  reverse  side  of  maps 
available  at  refuge  headquarters  and 
from  the  office  of  the  Regional  Director, 
Pish  and  WUdllfe  Service,  P.O.  Box  3737, 
Portland,  Oregon  97208. 

§  32.12  Special  regulationti;  migratory 
game  birds;  for  individual  refuge 
wildlife  areas. 

Migratory  birds  may  be  hunted  on  the 
following  reftige  areas: 

Deer  Flat  National  Wildlife  Refuge.  Snake 
River  Sector  (Headquarters:  Deer  Plat  Na¬ 
tional  Wildlife  Refuge,  Route  1,  Box  1467, 
Nampa,  Idaho  83651) . 

Hart  Mountain  National  Antelope  Refuge, 
P.O.  Box  111,  Lakevlew,  Oregon  97630. 

Ducks,' geese,  and  coots  may  be  bunted  on 
the  foUowlng  refuge  areas: 

Ankeny  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  Route  1, 
Box  198,  Jefferson,  Oregon  97532. 

Baskett  Slough  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
Route  1,  Box  709,  Dallas,  Oregon  97338. 

Special  c:k>ndltlons:  1.  Hunting  Is  permitted 
on  Wednesdays,  Saturdays,  and  Sundays  from 
opening  shooting  time  each  day  untU  12 
noon  during  the  authorized  season  only. 

2.  A  Federal  permit  Is  required  and  wlU 
be  Issued  on  an  advance  reservation  basis. 
Application  for  reservation  will  be  accepted 
between  September  16  and  October  16,  1975. 

3.  Steel  shot  only  may  be  possessed  or  used 
on  the  refuge  hunting  area. 

4.  Hunters  are  limited  to  the  possession  and 
use  of  twenty  (20)  shells  per  day. 

William  L.  Finley  National  Wildlife  Ref¬ 
uge,  Route  2,  Box  208,  Corvallis,  Oregon 
97330. 

Special  Conditions:  1.  Hunting  is  per¬ 
mitted  on  Wednesdays,  Saturdays,  and  Sun¬ 
days  from  opening  shooting  time  each  day 
until  12  noon,  during  the  authorized  season 
only. 

2.  A  Federal  permit  is  required  and  will  be 
Issued  on  an  advance  reservation  basis.  Ap¬ 
plication  for  reservation  will  bo  accepted 
between  September  16  and  October  16,  1975. 

3.  In  the  designated  goose  hunting  area 
“A”  hunters  may  shoot  from  assigned  blind 
sites  only  and  are  limited  to  the  use  of  ten 
(10)  shells  pn*  day. 

4.  Hunters  are  limited  to  the  possession  and 
use  of  twenty  (20)  shells  per  day  on  area 
“B”. 

6.  The  use  of  steel  shot  will  be  mandatory. 

Ducks,  geese,  coots  and  cmnmon  snipe  may 
be  hunted  on  the  following  refuges: 

Klamath  Forest  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
(Headquarters:  Klamath  Basin  National 
Wildlife  Refuges,  Route  1,  Box  74,  Tulelake, 
Califmmla  96134). 

^leclal  Conditions:  1.  Boats  with  or  with¬ 
out  motors  are  permitted.  Air-thrust;  water- 
thrust,  and  sculling  boats  are  prohibited. 

Upper  Klamath  National  Wildlife  Refuge. 
(HMdquarters:  Klamath  Basin  National 
'WUdllfe  Refuges,  Route  1,  Box  74,  Tulelake, 
California  96134) . 

i^;>eclal  Conditions:  1.  Boats  with  or  with¬ 
out  motmv  are  permitted.  Air-thrust,  Water- 
thrust  and  sculling  boats  are  prohibited. 

2.  AU  decoys,  boats,  and  other  personal 
property  must  be  removed  from  the  refuge  at 
the  dose  of  each  day. 
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Cold  Springs  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
Hermlston,  Oregon  (Headquarters:  UmatiUa 
National  WUdllfe  Refuge,  P.O.  Box  289,  Uma¬ 
tiUa.  Oregon  97882). 

McKay  Creek  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
Pendleton,  Oregon  (Headquarters:  UmatUla 
National  WUdllfe  Refuge,  P.O.  Box  239,  Dma- 
tUla,  Oregon  97882). 

Special  (Condition:  Hunting  wUl  be  per¬ 
mitted  on  Wednesdays,  Saturdays,  Sundays 
and  Federal  holidays. 

Lewis  and  Clark  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
Route  1,  Box  376C,  Cathlamet,  Washington 
98612. 

^>ecial  Condition:  Posted  portions  of  the 
Lewis  and  Clark  National  Wildlife  Refuge 
In  Clatsop  County  will  be  closed  to  water- 
fowl  hunting. 

Umatilla  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  P.O. 
Box  239,  UmatiUa,  Oregon  97882. 

Special  Conditions:  1.  Waterfowl  hunting  Is 
permitted  during  open  hours  each  Wednes¬ 
day,  Saturday,  Sunday  and  Federal  holiday 
(except  Christmas)  during  waterfowl  season. 

2.  Hunting  by  permit  only.  Suoessful  appli¬ 
cants  may  bring  one  unnamed  guest  and 
must  arrive  at  the  checking  station  no  later 
than  ONE  HOUR  before  shooting  time  o/r 
the  reservation  Is  cancelled.  Checking  sta¬ 
tion  will  open  1 hours  before  shooting  time. 
*‘No-show’’  vacancies  wUl  be  flUed  from  a 
waiting  line  after  reservations  have  been  ac- 
cCmmodated  and  Just  prior  to  shooting  time. 

3.  Applications  will  be  accepted  diulng  two 
slgn-up  periods.  Permits  are  non-trans- 
ferrable. 

4.  The  use  of  steel  shot  will  be  mandatory. 
Shells  will  not  be  sold  at  the  check  stand 
and  should  be  obtained  from  a  commercial 
source  well  before  bunt  day. 

6.  Waterfowl  hunting  will  be  from  assigned 
blinds  only.  Details  will  be  available  at  the 
check  stand. 

6.  New  hunters  will  not  be  accepted  on  the 
area  after  the  initial  processing  In  the  morn¬ 
ing  prior  to  shooting  time. 

Malheur  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  P.O.  Box 
113,  Burns,  Oregon  97720. 

Special  Condition:  Use  of  motors  on  boats 
Is  prohibited. 

Moiu-ning  doves  and  band-tailed  pigeons 
may  be  himted  on  the  following  refuge  areas: 

Ankeny  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  Box  198, 
Jefferson,  Oregon  97352. 

Special  Condition:  All  hunters  must  check 
In  and  out  of  the  refuge  daily  by  use  of  self- 
service  permits. 

Malheur  National  Wildlife  Reguge,  P.O.  Box 
113,  Burns,  Oregon  97720. 

Special  Condition:  That  portion  of  the 
refuge  In  Blltzen  Valley  west  of  Highway  205 
south  of  Diamond  Lane  will  be  open  to  hunt¬ 
ing  as  posted. 

William  L.  Finley  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
Route  2,  Box  208,  Chrvallis,  Oregon  97330. 

Special  Condition:  All  hunters  must  check 
In  and  out  of  the  refuge  daily  by  use  of  self- 
service  permits. 

§  32.22  Special  reftulations;  upland 
game;  for  individual  wildlife  refuge 
areas. 

Upland  game  birds  may  be  hunted  on 
the  following  refuge  areas: 

Deer  Flat  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  Snake 
River  Sector  (Headquarters:  Deer  Flat  Na¬ 
tional  WUdllfe  Refuge,  Route  1,  Box  1457, 
Nampa,  Idaho  83651) . 

Hart  Mountain  National  Antelope  Range, 
P.O.  Box  111,  Lakevlew,  Oregon  97630. 

Pheasant,  quaU,  and  partridge  may  be 
bunted  on  the  following  refuge  areas: 

Cold  Springs  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
Hermlston,  Oregon  (Headquarters:  Umatilla 
National  WUdllfe  Refuge,  P.O.  Box  239, 
UmatUla,  Oregon  97882) . 


Malheur  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  PO 
Box  113,  Bums,  Oregon  97720. 

Special  Condition:  Hunting  will  be  per¬ 
mitted  during  the  .last  9  days  of  the  State 
season  on  the  upland  game  bunting  area 
and  during  State  seasons  nmnlng  concur¬ 
rently  with  the  waterfowl  season  on  the 
waterfowl  bunting  area,  and  that  portion  of 
the  refuge  In  the  Blltzen  Valley  west  of 
Highway  205  as  posted. 

McKay  Creek  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
Pendleton,  Oregon  (Headquarters:  Uma¬ 
tiUa  National  WlldUfe  Refuge,  P.O.  Box  239, 
UmatUla,  Oregon  97882). 

Special  Condition:  Hunting  is  permitted 
on  Wednesdays,  Saturdays,  Sundays  and 
Federal  holidays. 

Umatilla  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  P.O. 
Box  239,  UmatUla,  Oregon  97882. 

Special  Condition:  Hunting  will  be  per¬ 
mitted  on  opening  day.  Wedncsdairs,  Sat¬ 
urdays,  Sundays  and  Federal  holidays. 

Pheasant  and  quail  may  be  bunted  on  the 
following  refuge  areas: 

Ankeny  National  WUdli/s  Refuge,  Route 
1,  Box  198,  Jefferson,  Oregon  97352. 

Special  Conditions:  1.  No  hunting  per¬ 
mitted  after  November  2, 1975. 

2.  All  hunters  must  check  in  and  out  of 
the  refuge  daUy  by  use  of  self-.servioe  per¬ 
mits. 

3.  Hunters  on  the  area  served  by  each  reg¬ 
istration  station  wUl  be  limited  to  50  at  any 
one  time. 

Baskett  Slough  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
Route  1,  Box  709,  DaUas,  Oregon  97338. 

Special  Conditions:  l.  No  hunting  per¬ 
mitted  after  November  2,  1976. 

2.  All  hunters  must  check  in  and  out  of 
the  refuge  daUy  by  use  of  self-service 
permits. 

3.  Hunters  on  the  area  served  by  each  reg¬ 
istration  station  will  be  limited  to  50  at  any 
one  time. 

William  L.  Finley  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
Route  2,  Box  208.  Corvallis,  Orgeon  97330. 

Special  Conditions:  1.  No  hunting  permit¬ 
ted  after  November  2,  1975. 

2.  AU  hunters  must  check  in  and  out  of 
the  refuge  daily  by  rise  of  self-service 
permits. 

3.  Hunters  on  the  area  served  by  each  reg¬ 
istration  station  will  be  limited  to  100  at  any 
any  one  time. 

The  provisions  of  these  special  regu¬ 
lations  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  himtlng  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  and  which  are  set  forth  in 
Title  50,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations, 
Part  32.  and  are  effective  through  June 
30, 1976. 

Dated:  July  17,  1975. 

William  H.  Meyer, 
Acting  Regional  Director, 

Fish  and  Wildlife  Service. 

I  PR  Doc.76-19846  Piled  7-30-76:8:45  ami 


PART  32 — HUNTING 
Hunting  on  Certain  National  Wildlife 
Refuges  in  Washington 

The  U.S.  Fish  and  WUdlife  Service 
proposes  to  change  regulations  concern¬ 
ing  the  himting  of  migratory  game  birds, 
upland  game  birds  and  big  game  for  cer¬ 
tain  individual  wildlife  refuges  in 
Washington. 

The  purpose  of  the  proposed  change  is 
to  increase  the  quality  of  the  himting 
experience  on  these  refuge  public  hunt¬ 
ing  areas. 
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Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
this  rulemaking  by  submitting  written 
comments,  preferably  in  triplicate  to  the 
Regional  Director  (RP)  U.S.  Pish  and 
Wildlife  Service,  Post  Office  Box  3737, 
Portland,  OR  97208.  All  relevant  com¬ 
ments  received  no  later  than  September 
2, 1975  will  be  considered.  This  will  allow 
a  30  day  period  for  submittal  of  written 
comments  prior  to  the  final  rulemaking 
process.  Comments  received  will  be  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection  during  normal 
business  hours  at  the  Service’s  office  at 
1500  NE  Irving  Street,  Room  468,  Port¬ 
land,  Oregon  97232. 

This  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  is 
issued  under  the  authority  contained  in 
the  Migratory  Bird  Treaty  Act  (16  U.S.C. 
704). 

Accordingly,  it  is  proposed  to  amend 
Chapter  I  of  Title  50,  Code  of  Pederal 
Regulations,  by  revising  §  32.12,  8  32.22 
and  8  32.32  to  read  as  set  forth  below. 

The  following  regulations  are  proposed 
and  will  be  effective  October  11,  1975. 
These  regulations  apply  to  public  hunt¬ 
ing  on  portions  of  certain  National  Wild¬ 
life  Refuges  in  Washington. 

General  conditions:  Hunting  shall  be 
in  accordance  with  applicable  State  and 
Pederal  regulations.  Portions  of  refuges 
which  are  open  to  hunting  are  desig¬ 
nated  by  signs  and/or  delineated  on 
maps.  No  vehicle  travel  is  permitted  ex¬ 
cept  on  maintained  roads  and  trails. 
Special  conditions  applying  to  individual 
refuges  are  listed  on  the  reverse  side  of 
maps  available  at  refuge  headquarters 
and  from  the  office  of  the  Regional  Di¬ 
rector,  Pish  and  Wildlife  Service,  P.O. 
Box  3737,  Portland,  Oregon  97208. 

§  32.12  Special  regulations;  migratory 
game  birds;  for  individual  wildlife 
refuge  areas. 

Migratory  game  birds  may  be  hunted 
on  the  following  refuge  area: 

Conboy  Lake  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  Box 
S,  Olenwood,  Washington  98619. 

Special  Clondltlon:  No  Canada  goose  hunt¬ 
ing  permitted. 

BiUgratory  game  birds  except  doves  and 
pigeons  may  be  hunted  on  the  following 
refuge  areas: 

Columbia  National  Wildlife  Refuge.  P.O. 
Drawer  F,  Othello,  Washington  99344. 

Toppenish  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  Route 
1,  Box  1300,  Toppenish,  Washington  98948. 

Umatilla  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  P.O. 
Box  239.  Umatilla,  Oregon  97882. 

Columbian  White-Tailed  Deer  National 
Wildlife  Refuge,  Route  1,  Box  376C,  Cath- 
lamet,  Washington  98612. 

Ridgefield  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  P.O. 
Box  467,  Ridgefield,  Washington  98642. 

Special  Conditions:  1.  Hunting  wlU  be  per¬ 
mitted  on  Wednesdays,  Saturdays  and  Sun¬ 
days,  October  27.  1976,  November  27,  1976 
and  January  1,  1976. 

2.  A  Federal  permit,  available  from  the 
refuge  ofiBce,  Is  required  to  enter  the  public 
hunting  area.  Permits  will  be  Issued  by  mall 
In  advance  on  a  first-come,  first-served  basis. 
Only  one  regular  permit  may  be  held  by  a 
hunter  at  any  one  time. 

3.  Hunters  must  shoot  from  assigned  blinds 
drawn  at  the  checking  station. 

4.  Steel  shot  only  may  be  possessed  or  used 
on  the  refuge  hunting  area. 

6.  Himters  may  possess  and  use  not  more 
than  twenty-five  (26)  shells  per  hunter  per 
day  on  the  refuge  hunting  area. 


Migratory  game  birds  except  snipe  and 
pigeons  and  doves  may  be  hunted  on  the 
following  refuge  areas: 

McNary  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  P.O.  Box 
19,  Burbank.  Washington  99383. 

'  Special  Conditions:  1.  Hunters  are  required 
to  park  vehicles  In  designated  paiUng  areas. 

2.  On  Burbank  Slough  hunting  will  be 
permitted  on  Wednesday,  Satiu-day,  Sunday 
and  Thanksgiving  Day  only.  On  six  upstream 
Hanford  Islands  hunting  will  be  permitted  In 
accordance  with  current  State  Oame  De¬ 
partment  regulations. 

3.  Hunting  permitted  from  marked  sites 
only  In  controlled  hunting  portion  of  Bur¬ 
bank  Slough. 

Willapa  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  Ilwaco, 
Washington  98624. 

Lewis  and  Leadbetter  Point  Units 

Special*  Conditions:  1.  Hunter  registration 
Is  required.  Leadbetter  Point  Is  the  only  ref¬ 
uge  unit  open  to  black  brant  hunting  after 
close  of  general  season. 

Riekkola  Unit 

Special  Conditions:  1.  Hunter  registration 
required. 

2.  Hunting  will  be  permitted  on  Wednes¬ 
days,  Saturdays,  Sundays,  October  27,  1975, 
November  27,  1975  and  January  1,  1976. 

3.  Hunting  will  be  from  designated  blinds 
only,  assigned  on  a  first-come,  first-served 
basis.  No  more  than  (3)  hunters  per  blind. 

4.  Hunters  may  possess  and  use  not  more 
than  ten  (10)  shells  per  hunter  per  day  on 
the  Riekkola  Unit  only. 

5.  The  field  on  the  south  side  of  Teaton 
County  Road  is  not  subject  to  Special  Con¬ 
ditions  #3  and  #4. 

§  32.22  Special  regulations;  upland 
game;  for  individual  wildlife  refuge 
areas. 

Upland  game  birds  may  be  hunted  on 
the  following  refugo  areas: 

Columbia  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  P.O. 
Drawer  F,  Othello,  Washington  99344. 

Special  Conditions:  1.  Open  to  the  hunt¬ 
ing  of  rabbits  in  addition  to  game  birds. 

2.  Upland  game  birds  may  be  bunted  dur¬ 
ing  State  seasons  running  conciurently  with 
the  waterfowl  season. 

Umatilla  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  P.O. 
Box  239,  Umatilla,  Oregon  97882. 

Conboy  Lake  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
Box  5,  Olenwood,  Washington  98619. 

Special  Condition:  1.  Cottontcdl  rabbit  and 
snowshoe  hare  may  also  be  hunted  during 
the  State  season  conciurent  with  the  water- 
fowl  season. 

Toppenish  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  Route 

1.  Box  1300,  Toppenish,  Washington  98948. 

Special  Conditions:  1.  Rabbits  and  upland 
game  may  only  be  hunted  during  that  part 
of  the  State  season  concurrent  with  the  wa¬ 
terfowl  hunting  season. 

Willapa  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  Ilwaco, 
Washington  98624. 

Long  Island  Unit. 

Special  Conditions:  1.  Archery  hunting 
only. 

2.  Permits  for  the  opening  weekend  only 
wlU  be  through  application  and  drawing.  Ap¬ 
plications  are  available  from  the  Refugi> 
Manager. 

3.  After  opening  weekend  hunters  must 
possess  regular  hunting  permit  available  at 
refuge  headquarters  and  at  the  Nahcotta 
dock. 

4.  Raccoon  and  coyote  may  also  be  hunted. 

McNary  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  P.O.  Box 

19,  Burbank,  Washington  99323. 

Special  Conditions:  1.  Pheasants  only  may 
be  hunted. 

2.  Pheasant  hunting  wUl  be  restricted  to 
Wednesdays,  Saturdays,  Sundays  and  Thanks¬ 
giving  Day. 


3.  Hunters  are  required  to  park  vehicles 
in  designated  parking  areas. 

§  32.32  Special  regulations;  big  game; 
for  individual  wildlife  refuge  areas. 

Big  game  hunting  Is  permitted  on  the 
following  refuge  area: 

Little  Pend  Oreille  National  Wildlife  Ref¬ 
uge,  Route  1,  Colville,  Washlng^ton  99114. 

Deer  himtlng  only  is  permitted  on  the 
following  refuge  areas: 

Columbia  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  P.O. 
Drawer  F,  OtheUo,  Washington  99344. 

Conboy  Lake  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  Box 
5,  Olenwood,  Washington  98619. 

Umatilla  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  P.O. 
Box  239,  UmatUla,  Oregon  97882. 

Bear,  deer  and  elk  may  be  hunted  on  the 
following  refuge  area: 

Willapa  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  Ilwaco, 
Washington  986^4. 

Long  Island  Unit 

Special  Conditions :  1 .  Archery  hunting  only 
is  permitted. 

2.  Permits  for  the  opening  weekend  only 
will  be  through  an>llcatlon  and  drawing 
Applications  are  available  from  the  Refuge 
Manager. 

8.  After  opening  weekend  hunters  must 
possess  regular  hunting  permit  avaUable  at 
refuge  headquarters  and  at  Nahcotta  dock. 

The  provisions  of  these  special  regulations 
supplement  the  regulations  which  govern 
hunting  on  wUdlife  refuge  areas  generally 
and  which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  Part  32,  and  are  effec¬ 
tive  through  June  30,  1976. 

Dated:  July  17, 1975. 

William  H.  Meyer, 

Acting  Regional  Director, 

Fish  and  Wildlife  Service. 

(FR  Doc.75-19848  Filed  7-30-75:8:45  am] 


PART  32— HUNTING 
Necedah  National  Wildlife  Refuge 

The  following  special  regulation  is  is¬ 
sued  and  is  effective  on  July  31, 1975. 

§  32.32  Special  regulations;  big  game; 
for  individual  wildlife  refuge  areas. 

Wisconsin 

NECEDAH  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Public  hunting  of  deer  and  unpro¬ 
tected  mammal  species  as  listed  in  the 
1975  Wisconsin  Big  Oame  hunting  regu¬ 
lations  on  the  Necedah  National  Wildlife 
Refuge,  Wisconsin  Is  permitted  with  bow 
and  arrow  from  September  20  through 
November  16,  1975  and  December  6 
through  December  31, 1975  and  with  fire¬ 
arms  from  November  22  through  Novnn- 
ber  30,  1975,  but  only  on  those  areas  des¬ 
ignated  by  signs  as  open  to  hunting. 
These  open  areas  comprising  approxi¬ 
mately  39,999  acres  are  delineate  on  a 
map  available  at  the  refuge  headquar¬ 
ters,  Necedah,  Wisconsin  and  from  the 
Regional  Director,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service,  Federal  Building,  Fort  Snelling, 
Twin  Cities,  Idinnesota  55111.  Hunting 
shall  be  in  accordance  with  all  applicable 
State  and  Federal  regulations. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supfdement  the  regulations  which 
govern  himting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50, 
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Code  of  Federal  Regulations.  Part  32.  and 
are  effective  through  December  31,  1975. 

GUALO  H.  Upddcb. 
Refuge  Manager,  Necedah  Na¬ 
tional  Wildlife  Refuge,  Nec¬ 
edah,  Wisconsin  54646. 

July  25,  1975. 
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PART  32— HUNTING 
Seedskadee  National  Wildlife  Refuge 

The  following  special  regulation  is 
issued  and  is  effective  on  July  31,  1975. 

§  32.32  Special  regulations;  big  game; 
for  individual  wildlife  refuge  areas. 

Wyoming 

SEEDSKADEE  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Ihiblic  himting  of  antelope  on  the 
Seedskadee  National  Wildlife  Refuge. 
Wyoming  is  permitted  as  follows:  west  of 
the  Greoi  River  from  September  6 
through  September  14,  1975.  inclusive; 
east  of  the  Green  River  from  September 
20  through  September  30. 1975.  Inclusive. 
All  of  the  refuge  area,  comprising  14,284 
acres,  and  so  designated  by  signs,  is  open 
to  hunting.  Maps  of  the  area  are  avail¬ 
able  at  the  refuge  oflBce,  Room  118,  Court¬ 
house,  Green  River,  Wyoming  and  from 
the  Regional  Director,  UJS.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service,  10597  West  Sixth  Ave¬ 
nue.  Denver.  Colorado  80215.  Hunting 
shall  be  in  accordance  with  all  applicable 
State  regulations  governing  the  hunting 
of  antelope. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally,  which  are  set  forth  in  Title 
50,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32, 
and  are  effective  through  September  30, 
1975. 

Merle  O.  Bennett, 
Refuge  Manager.  Seedskadee 
National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
Green  River.  Wyoming. 

July  28,  1975. 
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PART  32— HUNTING 
Seedskadee  National  Wildlife  Refuge 

The  foUoMng  special  regulation  is 
Issued  and  is  effective  on  July  31, 1975. 

§  32.32  Special  regulations;  big  game; 
for  individual  wilfUife  refuge  areas. 

Wyoming 

seedskadee  national  wildlife  refuge 

Public  hunting  of  mule  deer  on  the 
Seedskadee  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
Wyoming  is  permitted  as  follows:  west  of 
the  Green  River  from  October  11  through 
October  20,  1975,  inclusive;  east  of  the 
Green  River  from  October  11  through 
October  31,  1975,  inclusive.  All  of  the 
refuge  area,  comprising  14,284  acres,  and 
so  designated  by  signs,  is  open  to  hunting. 
Maps  of  the  area  are  available  at  the 
refuge  office,  Ro<»n  118,  Courthouse, 
Green  River,  Wyoming  and  from  the  Re¬ 
gional  Directm*,  UJ5.  Fish  and  Wildlife 


Service.  10597  West  Sixth  Avenue,  Den¬ 
ver,  Colorado  80215.  Hunting  shall  be  in 
accordance  with  all  applicable  State  reg¬ 
ulations  governing  the  hunting  of  mule 
deer. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally,  which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50, 
Code  of  fWeral  Regulations,  Part  32,  and 
are  effective  through  October  31,  1975. 

Merle  O.  Bennett, 
Refuge  Manager,  Seedskadee 
National  Wildlife  Refuge. 
Green  River.  Wyoming. 

July  28,  1975. 

|PR  Doc.75-19909  Piled  7-30-75;8;46  am] 


PART  32— HUNTING 

Hunting  on  Nunivak  National  Wildlife 
Refuge 

In  the  Federal  Register,  Volume  40, 
No.  105,  page  23474,  dated  May  30,  1974, 
it  was  proposed  that  Nunivak  National 
Wildlife  Refuge,  Alaska,  be  added  to  the 
Hst  of  areas  open  to  the  hunting  of  big 
game. 

A  30-day  period  was  provided  for  pub¬ 
lic  comments  by  letter  and  at  public 
hearings  held  at  Anchorage,  Bethel  and 
Fairbanks,  Alaska.  A  total  of  nine  letters 
were  received,  six  in  suppiort  of  the  man¬ 
agement  plan  and  three  opposed.  State¬ 
ments  were  made  at  public  hearings  by 
sixteen  people,  fourteen  of  whom  sup¬ 
ported  the  plan.  Four  of  the  people  ex¬ 
pressing  support  also  expressed  doubt 
about  federal  ownership  of  muskox.  An 
explanation  was  provid^  at  the  hearings 
that  ownership  really  did  not  matter  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  the  management 
plan  is  sponsored  by  both  the  Alaskan 
Department  of  Fish  and  Game  and  the 
U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  with  mu¬ 
tual  onphasis  on  managing  the  muskox 
herd  within  Its  available  habitat. 

Therefore,  it  has  been  determined  that 
Nunivak  National  Wildlife  Refuge  should 
be  added  to  the  list  of  areas  open  to  the 
hunting  of  big  game. 

Accordingly,  8  32.31,  List  of  open  areas; 
big  game,  is  amended  as  follows: 

§  32.31  List  of  open  areas. 

•  W  W  •  « 

Alaska 

NUNIVAK  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

•  «  W  •  • 

F.  Eugene  Hester, 

Acting  Director.  V.S.  Fish 

and  Wildlife  Service. 

July  30,  1975. 

IFR  Doc.75-20145  FUed  7-30-75:11:46  am] 

PART  32— HUNTING 

Hunting  on  Nunivak  National  Wildlife 
Refuge 

Proposed  special  regulations  concern¬ 
ing  muskox  hunting  on  Nunivak  Na¬ 
tional  Wildlife  Refuge  were  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  Jime  27,  1975. 
It  was  proposed  to  remove  25  muskox 
during  a  fall  hunt  and  25  in  a  spring 
hunt  for  a  total  of  50  muskox.  The  final 


regulations  still  allow  for  a  maximum  of 
50  muskox  to  be  removed  but  do  not 
specify  the  numbers  for  each  season. 
This  flexibility  will  allow  for  reducing 
the  number  of  hunters  in  the  fall  and  in 
creasing  the  number  in  the  spring  but 
still  permitting  an  overall  harvest  maxi¬ 
mum  of  50  muskox.  This  flexibility  will 
permit  the  evaluation  of  the  residents 
ability  to  provide  accommodations  and 
visitor  services  on  this  remote  island 
while  a  limited  number  of  visitors  are 
present.  Further  minor  adjustments  for 
future  hunts  may  be  required  once  these 
logistics  questions  of  active  muskox 
management  have  been  answered  by  ex¬ 
periencing  the  first  hunting  season. 

The  following  special  regulation  is  is¬ 
sued  and  is  effective  on  August  31,  1975. 

§  32.32  .Special  regulations,  big  game, 
for  individual  wildlife  refuge  areas. 

Alaska 

NUNIVAK  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Public  hunting  of  mtiskox  on  all  lands 
within  the  Nunivak  National  Wildlife 
Refuge  is  permitted  in  accordance  with 
all  applicable  State  laws,  subject  to  the 
following  special  conditions: 

(a)  A  maximum  of  50  bulls  may  be 
taken  during  hunting  seasons  established 
between  September  1  and  October  31, 
1975,  and  February  1  and  March  30, 1976. 

(b)  Hunting  shall  be  only  by  permit 
issued  by  the  Alaska  Department  of  Fish 
and  Game  and  validated  prior  to  com¬ 
mencement  of  the  himt  by  the  refuge 
manager  or  his  representative  of  the  Nu¬ 
nivak  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  U.S.  Pish 
and  Wildlife  Service  at  Mekoryuk,  Alas¬ 
ka. 

(c)  Motorized  vehicles  (except  boats) 
are  prohibited  on  Nunivak  National 
Wildlife  Refuge; 

(1)  Except  during  periods  of  complete 
snow  cover,  as  determined  and  post^  by 
Nimivak  National  Wildlife  Refuge  Man  - 
ager  at  Mekoryuk,  Alaska, 

(2)  Within  one  mile  of  any  shoreline, 

(3)  Within  one  mile  of  any  muskox 
or  area  known  to  be  occupied  by  any 
muskox  as  determined  through  normal 
visual  means,  and 

(4)  Nothing  in  this  section  shall  pro¬ 
hibit  the  use  of  motorized  snow  vehicles 
during  periods  of  complete  snow  cover 
or  the  use  of  boats  to  remove  legally 
harvested  muskox. 

(d)  Boats  are  prohibited  from  ap¬ 
proaching  or  landing  on  the  island 
shoreline  on  Nunivak  National  Wildlife 
Refuge  within  one  mile  of  any  muskox 
or  area  known  to  be  occupied  by  any 
muskox  as  determined  through  normal 
visual  means. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  and  which  are  set  forth  in  Title 
50,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32, 
and  are  effective  through  June  30,  1976. 

F.  Eugene  Hester, 

Acting  Director.  UJS.  Fish 
and  Wildlife  Service. 

July  30,  1975. 

|FR  Doc.75-2013e  FUed  7-90-75;  11 :46  am] 
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This  ssction  of  ths  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  noticst  to  the  public  of  the  proposed  Issuance  of  rules  and  regulations.  The  purpose  of 
these  notices  is  to  give  interested  persons  an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rulemaking  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  final  rules. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Firearms 

[27CFRPart4] 

[Notice  No.  283] 

LABELING  AND  ADVERTISING  OF  WINE 
Bottles  Per  Case  Requirement 

The  Director,  Bureau  of  Alcohol,  To¬ 
bacco  and  Firearms,  with  the  approval 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  or  his 
delegate.  Is  considering  rulemaking  to 
reduce  from  120  to  60  the  niunber  of  100 
milliliter  wine  bottles  which  must  be 
packed  in  each  case  or  shipping  con¬ 
tainer. 

At  the  present  time,  27  CPR  4.74  pre¬ 
scribes  the  number  of  metric  wine  bottles 
to  be  packed  per  case  or  shipping  con¬ 
tainer.  This  requirement  Is  new  and  ap¬ 
plies  only  to  wine  bottled  in  the  metric 
standards  of  fUl;  no  comparable  provi¬ 
sion  exists  with  respect  to  wine  bottled 
in  traditional  U.S.  sizes.  The  number  of 
bottles  per  case  are  prescribed  for  met¬ 
ric  bottles  to  insure  uniform  case  sizes 
for  taxpayment  and  record  keeping  pur¬ 
poses,  and  to  simplify  handling,  pricing 
and  marketing  of  wine  in  metric  bottles. 
Most  standard  cases  will  contain  either  9 
or  12  liters. 

Section  4.74  currently  specifies  that 
100  milliliter  wine  bottles  shall  be 
packed  120  per  case.  When  metric  stand¬ 
ards  of  fill  were  adopted,  the  Bureau  se¬ 
lected  this  case  size  since  it  produced  a 
standard  case  of  12  liters.  An  additional 
consideration  was  the  ability  to  divide 
this  case  into  cartons  of  12  bottles  which 
are  used  by  airlines  for  lading  wines  on 
aircraft  for  beverage  service. 

Since  adoption  of  metric  standards  of 
fill  and  standard  case  sizes  on  January  1, 
1975,  the  Wine  Institute,  a  trade  asso¬ 
ciation  representing  many  California 
wineries,  has  petitioned  the  Bureau  to 
reduce  the  case  size  for  miniature  bot¬ 
tles  from  120  to  60  bottles.  They  cited 
several  inherent  disadvantages  in  a  case 
of  120  bottles.  First,  this  case  would 
weigh  more  than  70  pounds  and  be  cum¬ 
bersome  and  inconvenient  to  handle. 
Next,  since  a  full  case  would  exceed  65 
pounds,  compliance  with  Rule  41,  cor¬ 
rugated  or  solid  fibreboard  boxes,  of  the 
Uniform  Freight  Classification  tariffs 
would  necessitate  redesigning  and 
strengthening  the  carton.  Rule  41,  which 
establishes  minimum  design  and 
strength  standards  for  corrugated 
boxes  used  in  shipping  containers  of 
liquids  via  rail,  requires  this  wine  carton 
to  withstand  a  275  pound  strength  test 
rather  thsui  a  200-pound  test  as  do  most 
wine  cartons.  In  addition,  each  bottle 
must  be  encased  in  a  scored  cardboard 
shell  rather  than  separated  by  a  carton 


divider.  Compliance  with  these  require¬ 
ments  would  add  weight  and  size  to  the 
carton  while  producing  a  carton  more 
difficult  to  pack  with  bottles  and  more 
expensive  to  make.  Conversely,  non- 
compliance  with  Rule  41  would  prohibit 
shipment  of  these  wine  cases  by  rail 
and  might  increase  transportation 
changes.  Therefore,  it  is  proposed  to 
make  this  case  smaller  by  requiring  that 
100  ml  bottles  be  packed  60  per  case 
or  shipping  container. 

The  Bureau  does  not  anticipate  that 
the  proposed  change  in  case  size  will  ad¬ 
versely  affect  any  proprietors  bottling 
wine.  Since  the  100  ml  bottle  became  a 
permissible  standard  of  fill  on  January  1, 
1975,  it  is  contemplated  that  few,  if  any, 
proprietors  have  converted  to  its  use.  By 
amending  the  bottles  per  case  require¬ 
ment  at  this  time,  winery  proprietors 
may  better  plan  their  conversion  to  met¬ 
ric  standards  of  fill. 

Prior  to  the  final  adoption  of  this  regu¬ 
lation.  the  Bureau  will  consider  any  rele¬ 
vant  data,  views  or  arguments.  Persons 
wishing  to  comment  upon  this  proposed 
change  may  submit,  in  duplicate,  their 
written  data,  views  or  arguments  to  the 
Director,  Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobsujco  and 
Firearms,  Washington,  D.C.  20226,  not 
later  than  September  29,  1975.  Any  writ¬ 
ten  comments  or  suggestions  not  specifi¬ 
cally  designated  as  confidential  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  27  CFR  71.22(d)(7)  may 
be  inspected  by  any  pers<m  upon  written 
request.  Hie  provisions  of  27  CFR 
71.31(b)  shall  apply  with  respect  to 
designation  of  portions  of  comments  or 
suggestions  as  exempt  from  disclosure. 
Any  interested  person  submitting  writ¬ 
ten  comments  or  suggestions  who  desires 
an  opportimity  to  comment  orally  at  a 
public  hearing  on  this  proposed  regula¬ 
tion  should  submit  his  or  her  request,  in 
writing,  to  the  Director  within  the  60- 
day  period. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  it  is  proposed 
to  amend  27  CFR  4.74  by  replacing  the 
120  bottles  per  case  requirement  for  100 
milliliter  bottles,  with  60  bottles  per  case. 
As  amended,  S  4.74  would  read  as 
follows: 

§  4.74  Bottles  per  shipping  case. 

Wines  bottled  subject  to  the  standards 
of  fill  prescribed  by  S  4.73  shall  be  packed 
with  the  following  niunber  of  bottles  per 
shilling  case  or  shipping  container: 


Bottles 

Bottle  sizes:  per  case 

3  liters  _ _  4 

1.6  Uters  _  6 

1  liter  - .  12 

760  mUlUlters .  12 

376  mUlUlters  _ _  24 

187  mUlUlters  _  48 

100  mUlUlters _  60 


The  proposed  regulations  are  to  be 
Issued  under  the  authority  contained  in 
section  5  of  the  Federal  Alcohol  Admin¬ 
istration  Act  (49  Stat.  981,  as  amended 
(27  U.S.C.  205)). 

Dated:  June  17, 1975. 

Approved:  July  24, 1975. 

Rex  D.  Davis, 
Director,  Bureau  of  Alcohol, 
Tobacco  and  Firearms. 

David  R.  Macdonald, 
Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury. 

(FR  Doc.75-19838  Filed  7-30-75:8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
[7  CFR  Part  947] 

IRISH  POTATOES  GROWN  IN  MODOC  AND 

SISKIYOU  COUNTIES  IN  CALIFORNIA 

AND  IN  ALL  COUNTIES  IN  OREGON  EX¬ 
CEPT  MALHEUR  COUNTY 

Proposed  Expenses,  Rate  of  Assessment 
and  Late  Payment  Charges 

Consideration  is  being  given  to  au¬ 
thorizing  the  Oregon-Califomia  Potato 
Committee  to  spend  $39,420  for  its  opera¬ 
tions  during  the  fiscal  period  ending 
June  30, 1976,  and  to  collect  one-half  cent 
per  hundr^welght  on  assessable 
potatoes  handled  by  first  handlers  under 
the  program. 

The  committee  is  the  administrative 
agency  established  under  Marketing 
Agreement  No.  114  and  Order  No.  947, 
both  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part  947),  reg¬ 
ulating  the  handling  of  Irish  potatoes 
grown  in  Modoc  and  Siskiyou  Counties  in 
California  and  in  all  counties  in  Oregon 
except  Malheur  County.  This  program  is 
effective  under  the  Agricultural  Market¬ 
ing  Agrennent  Act  of  1937,  as  amended 
(7  U.S.C.  601  et  seq.). 

All  persons  who  desire  to  submit  writ¬ 
ten  data,  views,  or  arguments  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  these  proposals  ^all  file  the 
same,  in  duplicate,  with  the  Hearing 
Cfierk,  Room  112-A,  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C.  20250,  not 
later  than  August  14,  1975.  All  written 
comments  will  be  made  available  for  pub¬ 
lic  inspection  at  the  office  of  the  Hear¬ 
ing  Clerk  during  regular  business  hours 
(7  CFR  1.27(b)). 

Section  947.228  would  be  added  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  947.228  Expenses  and  rate  of  assess¬ 
ment. 

(a)  The  reasonable  expenses  that  are 
likely  to  be  Incurred  durW  the  fiscal  pe¬ 
riod  ending  June  30, 1976,  by  the  Oregon- 
Californla  Potato  Committee  for  its 
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msklntenance  and  functioning,  and  for 
such  purposes  as  the  Secretary  deter¬ 
mines  to  be  appropriate,  will  amount  to 
$39,420. 

(b)  The  rate  of  assessment  to  be  paid 
by  each  handler  in  accordance  with  this 
part  Shan  be  $0,005  per  hundredweight  or 
equivalent  quantity  of  assessable  potatoes 
handled  by  him  as  the  first  handler  dur¬ 
ing  the  fiscal  period:  Provided,  That  seed 
potatoes  and  potatoes  for  canning,  freez¬ 
ing  and  "other  processing"  as  defined  in 
the  amendment  to  the  act  (Pub.  L.  91- 
196)  shaU  be  exempt. 

(c)  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  S  947.41,  late  p^sment  charges  of  $1.00 
per  month  or  one  percent  per  month, 
whichever  is  greater,  shaU  be  charged  on 
the  impald  balance  for  each  past-due  ac¬ 
count.  An  account  is  past-due  60  days 
after  the  billing  date. 

(d)  Unexpended  income  in  excess  of 
expenses  for  the  fiscal  period  ending 
June  30,  1976,  may  be  carried  over  as  a 
reserve  to  the  extent  authorized  in 
S  947.41. 

(e)  Terms  used  in  this  section  have  the 
same  meaning  as  when  used  in  said 
marketing  agreement  and  this  part. 

Dated:  July  25,  1975. 

Charles  R.  Braoer, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  Division,  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Service. 

irR  Doc.75-19873  Piled  7-30-75;8:45  anij 


[7CFRPartl098] 

(Docket  No.  AO-184-A37] 

MILK  IN  TNE  NASHVILLE,  TENNESSEE, 
MARKETING  AREA 

Decision  on  Proposed  Amendments  to 
Marketing  AgrWment  and  to  Order 

A  public  hearing  was  held  upon  pro¬ 
posed  amendments  to  the  marketing 
agreement  *  and  the  order  regulating  the 
handling  of  milk  in  the  Nashville,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  marketing  area.  The  hearing  was 
held,  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act 
of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601  et  seq.) , 
and  the  applicable  rules  of  practice  (7 
CPR  Part  900),  at  Nashville,  Tennessee, 
on  December  16-17,  1974,  pursusuit  to 
notice  thereof  issued  on  November  29, 
1974  (39  FR  41987). 

Upon  the  basis  of  the  evidence  intro¬ 
duce  at  the  hearing  and  the  record 
thereof,  the  Associate  Administrator, 
Regulatory  Programs,  on  May  20,  1975, 
filed  with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  United 
States  Department  of  Agricultiu*e,  his 
reccHnmended  decision  containing  notice 
of  the  opportunity  to  file  written  excep¬ 
tions  thereto. 

The  material  issues,  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions,  rulings,  and  general  findings  of 
the  rec(Hnmended  decision  are  hereby 
approved  and  adopted  and  are  set  forth 
in  full  herein,  subject  to  the  following 
modifications: 


*lisrk*tlng  sgreement  flled  as  part  of  the 
ortglaat  document. 


1.  Under  "1.  Pool  plant  qualifica¬ 
tions — (a)  Automatic  pool  status  in 
March-July  for  a  suivly  plant  that  quali¬ 
fied  as  a  pool  plant  each  month  in  the 
preceding  August-Pebruary.”,  four  para¬ 
graphs  are  added  Immediately  follow¬ 
ing  the  sixth  paragraph,  and  two  para¬ 
graphs  are  added  immediately  following 
the  last  paragraph. 

2.  Under  “2.  Diversion  of  producer 
milk.",  three  paragraphs  are  added  im¬ 
mediately  following  the  12th  paragraph. 

3.  Under  "3.  Partial  pajments  to  pro¬ 
ducers  and  cooperatives.”,  the  first  para¬ 
graph  is  changed,  two  paragraphs  are 
added  Immediately  following  the  sixth 
paragraph,  one  paragraph  is  added  im¬ 
mediately  following  the  seventh  para¬ 
graph,  a  new  paragraph  is  added  im¬ 
mediately  following  the  12th  paragraph, 
the  13th  paragraph  is  changed,  and  a 
new  paragraph  is  added  immediately  fol¬ 
lowing  the  13th  paragraph. 

The  material  issues  on  the  record  re¬ 
late  to: 

1.  Pool  plant  qualifications. 

2.  Diversion  of  producer  milk. 

3.  Partial  payments  to  producers  and 
cooperatives. 

FnroiNcs  and  Conclusions 

The  following  findings  and  conclusions 
on  the  material  issues  are  based  on  evi¬ 
dence  presented  at  the  hearing  and  the 
record  thereof : 

1.  Pool  plant  qualifications — (a)  Aufo- 
matic  pool  status  in  March-July  for  a 
supply  plant  that  qualified  as  a  pool  plant 
each  month  in  the  preceding  August- 
February.  Automatic  pool  plant  status  in 
March-July  should  continue  to  be  ac¬ 
corded  a  supply  plant  that  was  a  pool 
plant  throughout  the  preceding  August- 
Pebruary, 

As  now  provided  in  the  order  and  im- 
changed  by  this  decision,  a  supply  plant 
may  qualify  as  a  pool  plant  for  each 
individual  month  in  which  it  ships  at 
least  50  percent  of  its  dairy  farmer  re¬ 
ceipts  to  pool  distributing  plants.  Under 
the  automatic  pooling  provision,  a  plant 
that  so  qualified  in  the  preceding  August- 
February  need  ship  no  milk  in  March- 
July  to  be  pooled  in  these  months. 

A  cooperative’s  proposal,  which  was 
supported  by  a  second  cooperative,  would 
eliminate  automatic  pooling  and  condi¬ 
tion  the  pooling  of  a  supply  plant  on  per¬ 
formance  each  month.  Spokesman  for 
proponent  contended  that  the  automatic 
pooling  provision  serves  no  purpose  in  the 
Nashville  market  since  no  plant  has  ever 
qualified  for  automatic  pool  status.  (No 
pool  supply  plants  now  serve  the  mar¬ 
ket.)  He  further  alleged  that  in  the 
Nashville  market  distributing  plants  can 
be  adequately  supplied  with  milk 
shipped  directly  from  dairy  farms. 

A  proprietary  handler  opposed  the  co¬ 
operative’s  proposal  on  the  basis  that  no 
changes  have  occurred  in  market  condi¬ 
tions  to  warrant  its  adoption.  The 
handler  representative  contended  that 
eliminating  the  automatic  pooling  pro¬ 
vision  would  force  a  supply  plant  opera¬ 
tor  to  make  uneconomic  movements  of 


milk  to  qualify  it  for  pooling  in  the 
months  of  heavy  production. 

Provisions  for  pooling  supply  plants 
and  for  automatic  pooling  of  such  plants 
in  certain  months  are  customarily  in¬ 
cluded  in  Federal  milk  orders.  Such  pro¬ 
visions  allow  a  pool  distributing  plant  op¬ 
erator  to  elect  whether  to  receive  his  milk 
supply  directly  from  producers’  farms 
and/or  from  supply  plants.  A  pool  dis¬ 
tributing  plant  operator  may  utilize  sup¬ 
ply  plant  milk  as  his  sole  source  of 
supply  or  to  meet  his  plant’s  supple¬ 
mental  needs. 

Even  though  a  supply  plant  may  not 
be  needed  to  accommodate  the  move¬ 
ment  of  milk  to  the  market  from  farms 
in  the  immediate  production  area,  such 
a  plant  may  be  needed  for  the  assraibly 
and  movement  of  milk  from  alternative 
supply  sources.  To  this  end,  it  is  essential 
that  the  order  recognize  the  role  of  sup¬ 
ply  plants  in  a  marketing  system  and 
present  the  conditions  for  pooling  such 
plants. 

A  cooperative’s  exception  claimed  that 
pooling  milk  through  a  supply  plant  in 
the  Nashville  market  would  constitute 
uneconomic  handling  of  milk.  While  it 
may  be  true  that  the  cooperative’s  mem¬ 
ber  milk  can  be  supplied  most  efficiently 
directly  from  the  farm  to  distributing 
plants,  the  statement  may  not  be  valid 
for  a  handler  seeking  an  alternative 
source  of  sui^ly. 

Cooperatives  are  concerned  that  a  sup¬ 
ply  plant  with  automatic  pooling  status, 
by  attaching  to  the  pool  supplies  of  milk 
for  manufacturing  uses,  would  reduce 
the  blend  price  to  those  producers  reg¬ 
ularly  supplying  the  market’s  Class  I 
needs. 

Although  there  are  presently  no  supply 
plants  operating  in  the  Nashville  mar¬ 
ket,  it  is  aimroprlate  for  the  order  to 
provide  a  safeguard  against  diluting  re¬ 
turns  to  the  market’s  regular  producers 
in  the  event  a  supply  plant  should  come 
on  the  market. 

Such  a  safeguard  can  reasonably  be 
provided  by  specifying  that  a  suiH>ly 
plant  with  automatic  pooling  status  may 
pool  only  the  milk  of  dairy  farmers  from 
whom  at  least  60  days’  production  was 
pooled  on  the  market  in  the  preceding 
August-February.  Milk  from  dairy  farm¬ 
ers  not  previously  associated  with  the 
market  would,  of  course,  be  pooled  in  any 
month  that  the  supply  plant  met  the 
shipping  requirements  for  pool  plant 
status  for  such  month. 

It  is  probable  that  the  demand  for  milk 
from  supply  plants  would  vary  seasonally 
and  would  be  greatest  during  ^e  season 
of  lowest  production.  This  would  be  par¬ 
ticularly  true  in  situations  where  han¬ 
dlers  using  supply  plant  milk  were  re¬ 
ceiving  part  of  their  supply  direct  from 
producers’  farms.  During  the  months  of 
flush  production,  supplies  of  milk  re¬ 
ceived  directly  at  fluid  processing  plants 
in  the  market  might  be  sufficient  to  sup¬ 
ply  the  Class  I  requirements,  in  which 
case  it  would  be  more  economical  to  leave 
the  more  distant  milk  in  the  coimtry  for 
manufacturing  and  utilize  the  nearby 
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milk  for  Class  I  use.  Performance  stand* 
ards  imder  the  order  should  not  force 
milk  to  be  transported  to  distributing 
plants  during  the  flush  production 
months  merely  for  the  purpose  of  main¬ 
taining  eligibility  for  pooling. 

To  avoid  imeconomic  movements  of 
milk,  it  is  appropriate  that  the  order  pro¬ 
vide  continuing  pooling  status  during  the 
flush  production  months  of  any  supply 
plant  which  was  continuously  pooled  in 
the  months  of  short  production  on  the 
basis  of  having  shipp^  at  least  50  per¬ 
cent  of  its  prpducer  milk  to  the  market 
during  each  of  the  short  production 
months. 

In  its  exceptions,  a  cooperative  alleged 
that  the  recommended  decision  is  dis¬ 
criminatory  in  that  it  does  not  conform 
with  the  Department’s  1971  suspension 
of  certain  provisions  in  several  orders. 
Including  the  Nashville  order.  The  sus¬ 
pension  order  stated  that  “It  is  now 
found  that  the  automatic  cooperative 
pool  plant  provisions  and  the  provisions 
for  the  payment  of  the  f.o.b.  market 
prices  on  diverted  milk  are  being  used  as 
the  means  of  pooling  substantial  quanti¬ 
ties  of  milk  not  previously  a  part  of  the 
market’s  supply  and  which  in  fact  are 
not  actually  needed  or  shipped  to  the 
market”  (36  FR  10775).  The  cooperative 
contends  that  the  provision  for  auto¬ 
matic  pooling  of  supply  plants  in  the 
Nashville  order  should  be  eliminated  for 
the  same  reasons. 

The  marketing  conditions  that  were 
the  basis  for  the  1971  suspension  action 
are  different  from  the  conditions  in  the 
Nashville  market  on  which  this  decision 
is  based.  The  suspension  action  was 
taken  in  response  to  certain  marketing 
practices  of  cooiieratives  at  that  time. 
In  the  present  instance  there  is  no  evi¬ 
dence  of  marketing  practices,  current  or 
potential,  comparable  to  those  which 
prompted  the  suspension  order. 

(b)  Balancing  plant.  A  plant  associ¬ 
ated  with  the  Nashville  market  and  op¬ 
erated  by  a  cooperative  should  be  pro¬ 
vided  pool  plant  status  in  any  month  that 
at  least  60  percent  (rather  than  two- 
thirds  as  presently  required)  of  the  co¬ 
operative’s  producer  milk  is  received  at 
pool  distributing  plants  either  by  trans¬ 
fer  from  such  cooperative’s  plant  or  di¬ 
rectly  from  producers’  farms. 

A  cooperative  that  operates  the  only 
“balancing”  plant  in  the  market  pro¬ 
posed  the  change  in  the  shipping  require¬ 
ment  as  a  means  of  maintaining  the  pool¬ 
ing  eligibility  of  the  plant.  A  spokesman 
for  the  cooperative  stated  that  unless  the 
receipt  requirement  for  its  member  milk 
is  reduced  to  60  percent,  pool  status  for 
such  plant  would  be  jeopardized,  particu¬ 
larly  during  the  flush  production  months. 
'There  was  no  opposition  to  the  proposal. 

The  cooperative’s  plant  which  is  lo¬ 
cated  in  the  city  of  Nashville  provides 
the  means  whereby  handlers  may  adjust 
their  receipts  each  day  to  fit  their  l^t- 
tling  needs  and  at  the  same  time  have 
assurance  that  milk  will  be  available  for 
fluid  use  as  needed.  A  bottling  plant  that 
receives  milk  by  direct  delivery  from  the 
farms  of  designated  producer  members 


of  the  cooperative  may  accept  part  or 
none  of  such  deliveries  on  any  day.  The 
total  deliveries  of  such  producers  on  the 
days  the  bottling  plant  is  not  operated, 
and  the  amount  in  excess  of  its  Class  I 
needs  on  other  days,  generally  are  re¬ 
ceived  at  the  cooperative’s  plant.  Thtis, 
its  basic  function  is  as  an  assembly  point 
for  producer  milk  not  needed  by  han¬ 
dlers  which  must  be  disposed  of  to  non¬ 
pool  plants.  However,  milk  in  storage  at 
the  plant  is  available  to  handler's  to  meet 
unanticipated  requirements  on  short  no¬ 
tice.  Providing  pool  status  for  the  co¬ 
operative’s  plant  enhances  operating 
efficiency  and  implements  the  pooling 
of  the  cooperative’s  member  milk  that  is 
regularly  and  substantially  associated 
with  the  market. 

The  pooling  standards  which  have 
been  established  under  the  order  were  in¬ 
tended  to  implement  the  pooling  of  all 
of  the  milk  regularly  and  substantially 
associated  with  the  regulated  market. 

All  of  the  milk  which  the  cooperative 
in  the  past  has  pooled  under  the  order 
could  have  been  accommodated  by  asso¬ 
ciation  with  pool  distributing  plants  and 
through  transfer  or  diversion  to  nonpool 
plants  of  the  quantities  not  needed  by 
pool  handlers.  In  fact,  the  cooperative’s 
balancing  plant  was  not  pool^  during 
the  period  September  1,  1971,  through 
April  1,  1974.  The  present  provisions  ac¬ 
cording  pool  status  to  the  plant  were 
effected  April  1,  1974.  For  all  of  the  rea¬ 
sons  set  forth  in  the  Assistant  Secretary’s 
decision  of  March  18, 1974  (39  m  10593) , 
official  notice  of  which  is  taken,  it  is  ap¬ 
propriate  that  the  plant  continue  to  be 
accorded  pooling  status.  A  reduction  in 
the  delivery  requirements  for  member 
producer  milk  to  pool  distributing  plants 
from  the  present  66%  percent  to  60  per¬ 
cent  will  provide  such  assurance  and  will 
not,  in  any  substantive  way,  implement 
the  pooling  of  any  milk  not  already 
associated  with  the  market. 

2.  Diversion  of  producer  milk.  A  pro¬ 
ducer  should  be  required  to  deliver  at 
least  2  days’  production  (one  delivery 
for  a  producer  on  every-other-day  pick¬ 
up)  to  a  pool  plant  during  the  month  to 
qualify  any  remainder  of  his  monthly 
production  for  pooling  as  diverted  milk. 

The  order  now  provides  that  milk  may 
be  diverted  to  nonpool  plants  without 
limit  in  any  month. 

A  cooperative  proposed  that  a  producer 
be  required  to  deliver  to  pool  plants  dur¬ 
ing  the  month  20  days’  pn^uction  in 
September-February  and  10  days’  pro¬ 
duction  in  March-Augxist  to  qualify  his 
remaining  production  for  diversion.  It 
also  proposed  that  a  cooperative  be  al¬ 
lowed  to  divert  the  total  monthly  pro¬ 
duction  of  Individual  members  without 
limit  in  March-August  if  the  coopera¬ 
tive’s  total  diversions  are  not  more  than 
40  percent  of  its  total  producer  milk  for 
the  month.  This  option  would  likewise 
aii^ly  to  a  proprietary  handler  for  his 
mximember  milk. 

Another  cooperative  proposed  that  at 
least  4  days  in  September-February  and 
2  days  in  March-August  of  a  producer’s 
monthly  production  should  be  delivered 


to  a  pool  plant  to  qualify  his  remaining 
production  for  diversion, 

’The  cooperatives  contended  that  the 
present  order  provisions  providing  im- 
limlted  diversion  throughout  the  year  is 
an  open  invitation  for  handlers  to  asso¬ 
ciate  with  the  market  milk  intended 
solely  for  manufacturing  purposes  to  the 
detriment  of  producers  who  regularly 
supply  the  market  and  on  whom  the 
market  depends  for  its  CHass  I  needs. 
’They  urged  the  adoption  of  substantial 
delivery  requirements  to  deter  this  result. 

A  proprietary  pool  plant  operator  op¬ 
posed  the  proposals  to  limit  diversions 
contending  that  the  present  diversion 
provisions  contribute  to  efficient  and  or¬ 
derly  marketing  of  milk  In  the  Nashville 
market  and  should  not  be  changed. 

’The  diversion  provisions  are  provided 
to  implement  the  efficient  handling  of 
the  market’s  milk  supply  in  excess  of 
handlers’  immediate  requirements.  Be¬ 
cause  of  variations  in  market  needs  and 
in  production,  the  milk  of  each  producer 
may  not  be  needed  every  day  for  proc¬ 
essing  as  fluid  milk  at  the  plant  to  which 
it  is  customarily  delivered.  It  is  neces¬ 
sary,  however,  that  there  be  a  reserve  of 
qualified  milk  available  for  the  fluctu¬ 
ating  needs  of  handlers  serving  the  mar¬ 
ket.  When  milk  of  any  dairy  farmer  reg¬ 
ularly  supplying  the  market  is  not  needed 
at  the  plant  to  which  it  is  usually 
shipped,  it  can  be  handled  most  eco¬ 
nomically  by  diversion  directly  from  the 
farm  to  nonpool  manufacturing  plants. 

A  requirement  of  substantial  deliveries 
of  milk  of  individual  producers  for 
establishing  diversion  eligibility  rights 
would  be  a  deterrent  to  efficient  handling 
of  that  milk  in  excess  of  handlers’  im¬ 
mediate  fluid  needs.  Appropriately,  how¬ 
ever,  a  means  should  be  provided  for 
establishing  that  milk  of  individual  dairy 
farmers  reported  as  diverted  producer 
milk  is  bona  fidely  associated  with  the 
market  and  is,  in  fact,  milk  which  is 
qualified  for  fluid  use.  A  requirement  of 
physical  receipt  at  a  pool  plant  is  an 
appropriate  means  for  making  this  de¬ 
termination.  To  this  end,  it  is  reasonable 
to  require  that  two  days’  production  of 
each  producer  be  physically  received  at 
a  pool  plant  during  each  month  to  qualify 
his  remaining  production  for  diversion  as 
producer  mUk. 

A  distributing  plant  must  dispose  of 
at  least  50  percent  of  its  fluid  milk  re¬ 
ceipts  as  route  disposition  to  qualify  for 
pooling.  Diversions  are  included  as  a  re¬ 
ceipt  at  the  diverting  plant  for  purposes 
of  determining  whether  such  plant  has 
met  the  50  percent  route  disposition  re¬ 
quirement.  Under  such  circumstances, 
even  though  the  order  provides  unlimited 
diversions,  there  is  a  practical  limitation 
of  no  more  than  50  percent. 

’The  cooperatives’  concerns  are  di¬ 
rected  to  the  possibility  that  proprietary 
handlers  might  use  the  diversion  provi¬ 
sions  as  a  means  of  associating  with  the 
pool  additional  milk  Intended  solely  for 
manufacturing  use.  While  this  could  pos¬ 
sibly  result,  it  is  not  practical  to  deal 
with  such  a  matter  without  more  specific 
facts. 
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Certainly  milk  which  Is  not  available 
for  fluid  use  should  not  be  accorded  pool¬ 
ing  eligibility.  However,  it  is  not  apparent 
from  this  record  that  this  has  happened. 
Proponents  apparently  foresee  possible 
market  developments  which  they  be¬ 
lieve  could  be  detrimental  to  their  in¬ 
terest.  Through  a  cooperative’s  balancing 
plant,  it  has  flexibility  for  marketing  its 
members’  milk  which  is  not  available  to 
proprietary  handlers.  It  would  not  be  ap¬ 
propriate  to  adopt  stringent  require¬ 
ments  which  could  deter  the  efiBcient 
handling  of  the  market’s  total  supply. 

If  at  any  time  it  should  develop  that 
a  handler  was  accumulating  in  the  pool 
milk  that  was  not  available  as  ne^ed 
for  Class  I,  a  further  hearing  could  be 
called  to  consider  the  appropriate  action 
which  should  be  taken  to  either  exclude 
such  milk  from  the  pool  or  insure  its 
availability  for  Class  I  uses. 

Both  cooperatives  excepted  to  the  rec¬ 
ommended  decision’s  diversion  limits. 
E^ach  urged  that  instead  its  own  proposed 
limits  be  adopted,  reiterating  their  re¬ 
spective  positions  presented  at  the  hear¬ 
ing.  Such  positions  were  fully  considered 
in  formulating  the  recommended  deci¬ 
sion’s  findings,  which  are  adopted  herein. 

One  exceptor  complained  that  the  rec¬ 
ommended  decision  did  not  include  find¬ 
ings  and  determinations  as  to  why  a 
proposed  sltemative  method  for  com¬ 
puting  maximum  allowable  diversions  in 
the  flush  production  months  was  not 
adopted.  (As  proposed,  a  producer’s  milk 
could  be  diverted  to  a  nonpool  plant 
without  limit  during  the  month,  provided 
the  diverting  handler’s  total  diversions 
to  nonpool  plants  did  not  exceed  40  per¬ 
cent  of  his  producer  milk  for  the  month) . 
It  claimed  that  failure  to  adopt  the  pro¬ 
posal  would  preclude  han(llers  from 
achieving  maximum  efficiency  in  dispos¬ 
ing  of  the  market’s  reserve  milk  supplies 
through  the  diversion  provisions. 

Under  the  diversion  limits  adopted,  a 
dairy  farmer  must  deliver  only  two  days’ 
production  to  a  pool  plant  to  divert  to  a 
nonpool  plant  any  remainder  of  his 
monthly  production.  Providing  that  milk 
of  certain  producers  could  be  diverted 
without  meeting  this  minimal  delivery 
requirement  would  tend  to  defeat  the 
purpose  of  requiring  association  with  the 
market  to  establish  eligibility  for  divert¬ 
ing  milk. 

Milk  diverted  by  a  cooperative  is  con¬ 
sidered  a  receipt  at  the  distributing  plant 
from  which  diverted  in  determining  the 
distributing  plant’s  pool  status.  To  the 
extent  it  would  result  in  a  distributing 
plant  not  qualifying  as  a  pool  plant,  milk 
reported  as  diverted  by  a  cooperative 
from  the  distributing  plant  of  another 
handler  would  not  be  producer  milk.  As 
provided  in  this  decision,  the  cooperative 
would  be  responsible  for  indentifying  the 
dairy  farmer  milk  to  which  this  would 
be  applicable.  If  the  cooperative  fails  to 
do  so,  no  milk  diverted  by  the  coopera¬ 
tive  to  nonpool  plants  would  be  producer 
milk.  ’This  action  was  proposed  by  a 
cooperative  and  was  not  opposed. 

3.  Partial  payments  to  producers  and 
cooperatives.  The  rate  at  which  partial 
payments  for.  producer  milk  are  made 


should  be  changed  from  the  Class  in 
price  for  the  preceding  month  to  90  per¬ 
cent  of  the  weighted  average  price  for 
tile  preceding  month,  but  not  less  than 
the  Class  m  price  for  the  preceding 
month.  £>uring  March-July,  when  base 
and  excess  prices  are  applicable,  the  par¬ 
tial^  payment  rate  to  producers  without 
a  base  should  be  the  Class  ni  price  for 
the  preceding  month. 

The  present  order  requires  handlers 
to  pay  the  market  administrator  by  the 
25th  of  the  month  for  producer  milk  re¬ 
ceived  during  the  first  15  days  of  the 
month.  The  rate  of  payment  is  the  Class 
in  price  for  the  preceding  month  and 
applies  to  all  milk  received  from  pro¬ 
ducers  except  those  who  delivered  milk 
for  less  than  20  days  during  the  month. 
In  turn,  the  market  administrator  pays 
individual  producers  by  the  last  day  of 
the  month  and  cooperatives  authorized 
to  collect  payment  for  the  milk  of  its 
member  producers  at  least  2  days  be¬ 
fore  the  last  day  of  the  month. 

A  cooperative  proposed  that  handlers 
be  required  to  make  separate  partial 
payments  for  producer  milk  received 
during  each  of  the  first  two  10-day  de¬ 
livery  periods  of  the  month.  Under  thoir 
proposal  these  payments  to  the  market 
administrator  would  be  due  on  the  15th 
and  25th  of  the  month,  respectively,  at 
90  percent  of  the  previous  month’s  uni¬ 
form  price.  The  market  administrator 
in  turn  would  pay  individual  producers 
by  the  17th  and  27th  of  the  month,  re¬ 
spectively,  and  cooperatives  collecting 
for  their  member  milk  at  least  two  days 
earlier. 

Proponent  cooperative’s  spokesman 
recognized  that  the  proposed  changes 
would  increase  handlers’  costs  for  milk, 
but  held  they  are  needed  to  improve  the 
cash  flow  to  dairy  farmers.  He  con¬ 
tended  that  dairy  farmers,  faced  with 
increasing  production  qosts  and  greater 
demands  for  cash  for  purchasing  items 
needed  to  continue  producing  milk,  ur¬ 
gently  need  payment  for  their  milk  at  a 
higher  rate  and  at  more  frequent  inter¬ 
vals.  Higher  interest  rates  for  borrowed 
money  in  the  last  two  years  were  cited 
in  particular  as  justifying  more  frequent 
payments  to  producers. 

The  proposed  partial  payment  rate 
(90  percent  of  the  previous  month’s 
uniform  price)  is  desirable,  the  coopera¬ 
tive  claimed,  because  it  varies  less  than 
the  Class  III  price  for  the  previous 
month.  Also,  it  would  increase  the 
amount  of  money  dairy  farmers  would 
receive  as  partial  payments.  Further,,  it 
would  reduce  the  risk  carried  by  pro¬ 
ducers  in  situations  where  a  handler 
suddenly  is  imable  to  pay  for  milk. 

Another  cooperative  proposed  to  mod¬ 
ify  the  present  partial  payment  provi¬ 
sion  by  advancing  the  payment  date 
three  days  and  changing  the  rate  to  90 
percent  of  the  previous  month’s  uniform 
price.  Proponent’s  spokesman  claimed 
the  higher  rate  is  -necessary  to  more 
nearly  represent  the  actual  value  of  the 
milk.  He  contended  that  the  present  par¬ 
tial  payment  rate  is  disproportionato  to 
the  actual  value  of  the  milk  and  that 
producers  should  receive  the  partial  pay¬ 


ment  at  the  earliest  practicable  date. 
However,  this  cooperative  opposed  more 
frequent  partial  payments  on  the  basis 
that  It  would  impose  considerable  addi¬ 
tional  costs  on  all  parties  and  therefore 
would  not  be  advantageous  to  producers. 

Handlers  must  now  make  partial  pay¬ 
ment  to  the  market  administrator  by  the 
25th  day  of  the  month  for  producer  milk 
received  during  the  first  15  days  of  the 
month.  Such  payment  is  due  only  if  a 
producer  made  deliveries  at  least  20  days 
during  the  month. 

If  the  payment  dates  were  advanced 
three  days  as  proposed,  hangers  would 
have  only  one  or  two  days  to  determine 
those  producers  that  were  eligible  to  re¬ 
ceive  partial  payment.  In  fact,  handlers 
might  not  receive  the  information 
needed  in  time  to  make  such  determina¬ 
tion  before  submitting  the  partial  pay¬ 
ment  to  the  market  administrator.  This 
could  increase  the  frequency  of  over¬ 
payments  to  producers  who  had  not  de¬ 
livered  milk  the  required  number  of 
days,  thereby  making  it  impractical  to 
advance  the  partial  payment  date  three 
days. 

Increasing  the  partial  payment  rate 
to  90  percent  of  the  previous  month’s 
uniform  price,  as  adopted  herein,  will 
provide  producers  a  larger  portion  of 
the  value  of  their  milk  through  partial 
payments.  For  the  two  years  ending  No¬ 
vember  1974,  the  proposed  90  percent 
rate  averaged  18.1  cents  per  hundred¬ 
weight  more  than  the  actual  partial  pay¬ 
ment  rate. 

In  its  exceptions,  a  cooperative  argued 
that  the  partial  payment  rate,  90  percent 
of  the  previous  month’s  weighted  average 
price,  should  not  be  less  than  the  pre¬ 
vious  month’s  Cfiass  HI  price.  Since  the 
intent  of  the  change  here  adopted  is  to 
obtain  an  increased  partial  payment 
rate,  it  is  appropriate  to  provide  that  the 
partial  payment  rate  be  not  less  than  the 
previous  month’s  Class  HI  price. 

Since  the  partial  payment  applies  only 
to  the  first  15  days’  deliveries  by  pro¬ 
ducers  who  shipped  at  least  20  days’  pro¬ 
duction  during  the  month,  the  likelihood 
of  overpayment  will  not  be  significantly 
increased. 

In  March-July  under  the  seasonal 
base-excess  plan  in  the  Nashville  order, 
there  may  be  producers  for  whom  no 
base  can  be  computed.  Accordingly,  the 
rate  for  making  partial  payments  to  such 
producers  should  be  the  CTlass  III  price 
for  the  preceding  month.  Otherwise,  the 
actual  value  of  milk  to  which  the  partial 
payment  applies  could  be  less  than  the 
amount  paid. 

There  was  no  specific  opposition  to  the 
proposed  90  percent  of .  the  previous 
month’s  uniform  price  as  the  partial  pay¬ 
ment  rate.  Although  handlers  opposed 
changing  the  partial  payment  proc^ure, 
their  testimony  was  ffirected  to  the  pro¬ 
posal  for  requiring  two  partial  payments. 

The  basis  of  handler  opposition  was 
that  the  reasons  cited  by  proponent  for 
needing  more  frequent  partial  pasunents 
reflect  general  business  conditions  facing 
handlers  and  producers  alike.  Handlers’ 
representatives  contended  the  order 
should  not  be  changed  to  recognize  pro- 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  40,  NO.  148 — THURSDAY,  JULY  31,  1975 


PROPOSED  RULES 


•>•>1  •>*' 


ducers’  problems  at  the  expense  of 
handlers. 

Handlers  claimed  that  two  partial  pay¬ 
ments  for  a  large  volume  of  producer 
milk  at  a  higher  rate,  as  propos^,  would 
increase  their  costs  for  milk.  In  addition 
to  requiring  more  frequent  cash  outlays, 
administrative  costs  related  to  making 
more  frequent  payments  would  increase 
as  well,  according  to  their  spokesmsm. 
They  also  contended  that  adoption  of 
the  proposal  would  impose  a  burdensome 
time  schedule  on  handlers  during  the 
first  15  days  of  the  month,  and  would 
increase  the  likelihood  of  overpayments 
to  producers  who  did  not  ship  milk  the 
entire  month. 

Proponent’s  exceptions  claim  that  any 
Increase  in  handlers’  administrative  costs 
would  be  negligible  because  payments  for 
milk  are  made  to  the  market  administra¬ 
tor.  Thus,  only  one  additional  check  per 
handler  would  be  needed  if  two  partial 
payments  were  adopted  as  proposed. 
However,  the  market  administrator  in 
turn  pays  coc^ratives  and  Individual 
producers.  Since  the  cost  of  operating 
the  market  administrator’s  ofBce  is  paid 
by  assessments  on  milk  handled,  in¬ 
creased  costs  incmred  in  making  such 
payments  would  in  effect  be  paid  by 
handlers. 

Providing  an  additional  advance  pay¬ 
ment  date  as  opponents  have  indicate 
would  increase  handler  and  adminis¬ 
trative  costs  and  would  not  in  any  way 
change  the  total  monies  producers 
would  receive  in  a  30-day  period.  It 
would  be  imreasonable  to  adopt  proce- 
dure.s  which  would  result  in  increased 
handler  and  administrative  costs  to  re¬ 
solve  a  cash  flow  to  individual  producers 
which  seemingly  could  be  resolved 
through  the  exercise  of  prudence  on  the 
part  of  the  producer  in  handling  his 
accounts. 

Proponent  of  two  partial  payments 
took  exception  to  the  recommended  de¬ 
cision.  It  claimed  that  two  partial  pay¬ 
ments  are  Justified  because  such  a  pro¬ 
vision  is  included  in  the  three  Florida 
orders.  TTie  provisions  in  the  Florida 
orders  differ  susbtantially  from  those 
proposed  for  the  Nashville  order.  More¬ 
over,  the  Florida  orders’  partial  payment 
provisions  were  adopted  as  appropriate 
imder  the  conditions  peculiar  to  those 
order  markets.  The  existence  of  these 
provisions  in  the  Florida  orders  cannot 
be  aonsidered  a  basis  for  including  them 
in  the  Nashville  order. 

The  increasing  risk  of  loss  of  money 
among  producers  through  handler  fail¬ 
ures  is  a  matter  of  concern.  However,  if 
a  second  advance  payment  is  desirable 
for  this  purpose,  it  is  clear  that  such 
procedure  would  be  helpful  in  other  or¬ 
ders  also.  The  added  cost  and  time  de¬ 
mands  involved  in  an  additional  payment 
are  a  significant  impediment  to  adoption. 

'This  is  not  a  matter  that  can  be  resolved 
easily.  It  should  be  explored  carefully  in 
depth  and  in  conjunction  with  other  al¬ 
ternative  actions  with  a  broader  segment 
of  the  industry. 


Rulings  on  Proposed  Findings  and 
CONCLUSmNS 

Briefs  and  proposed  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions  were  filed  on  behalf  of  certain 
Interested  parties.  These  briefs,  proposed 
findings  and  conclusions  and  the  evi¬ 
dence  in  the  record  were  considered  in 
making  the  findings  and  conclusions  set 
forth  above.  To  the  extent  that  the  sug¬ 
gested  findings  and  conclusions  filed  by 
Interested  parties  are  inconsistent  with 
the  findings  and  conclusions  set  forth 
herein,  the  requests  to  make  such  find¬ 
ings  or  reach  such  conclusions  are  denied 
for  the  reasons  previously  stated  in  this 
decision. 

General  Findings 

The  findings  and  determinations  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth  are  supplementary  and 
in  addition  to  the  findings  and  determi¬ 
nations  previously  made  in  connection 
with  the  issuance  of  the  aforesaid  order 
and  of  the  previously  issued  amendments 
thereto;  and  all  of  said  previous  findings 
and  determinations  are  hereby  ratified 
and  affirmed,  except  insofar  as  such  find¬ 
ings  and  determinations  may  be  in  con¬ 
flict  with  the  findings  and  determinations 
set  forth  herein. 

(a)  The  tentative  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  the  order,  as  hereby  proposed 
to  be  amended,  and  all  of  the  terms  and 
conditions  thereof,  will  tend  to  effectuate 
the  declared  policy  of  the  Act; 

(b)  The  parity  prices  of  milk  as  deter¬ 
mined  pursuant  to  section  2  of  the  Act 
are  not  reasonable  in  view  of  the  price 
of  feeds,  available  supplies  of  feeds,  and 
other  economic  conditions  which  affect 
market  supply  and  demand  for  milk  in 
the  marketing  ai'ea,  and  the  minimum 
prices  specified  in  the  tentative  market¬ 
ing  agreement  and  the  order,  as  hereby 
proposed  to  be  amended,  are  such  prices 
as  will  reflect  the  aforesaid  factors,  in¬ 
sure  a  sufficient  quantity  of  pure  and 
wholesome  milk,  and  be  in  the  public  in¬ 
terest;  and 

(c)  The  tentative  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  the  order,  as  hereby  proposed 
to  be  amended,  will  regulate  the 
handling  of  milk  in  the  same  manner  as, 
and  will  be  applicable  only  to  persons  in 
the  respective  classes  of  industrial  and 
commercial  activity  specified  in,  a 
marketing  agreement  upon  which  a 
hearing  has  been  held. 

Rulings  on  Exceptions 

In  arriving  at  the  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions,  and  the  regulatory  provisions 
of  this  decision,  each  of  the  exceptions 
received  was  carefully  and  fully  consid¬ 
ered  in  conjunctiem  with  the  record  evi¬ 
dence.  To  the  extent  that  the  findings 
and  conclusions,  and  the  regulatory  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  decision  are  at  variance 
with  any  of  the  exceptions,  such  excep¬ 
tions  are  hereby  overruled  for  the  rea¬ 
sons  previously  stated  in  this  decision. 

Marketing  Agreement  and  Order 

Annexed  hereto  and  made  a  part 
hereof  are  two  documents,  a  marketing 
agreement  regulating  the  handling  of 
milk,*  and  an  order  amending  the  order 


regulating  the  handling  of  milk  in  the 
NashvlUe,  Tennessee,  marketing  area 
which  have  been  decided  upon  as  the  de¬ 
tailed  and  appropriate  means  of  ef¬ 
fectuating  the  foregoing  conclusions.' 

It  is  hereby  ordered.  That  this  entire 
decision,  except  the  attached  marketing 
agreement,  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register.  The  regulatory  provisions  of 
the  marketing  agreement  are  identical 
with  those  contained  in  the  order  as 
hereby  proposed  to  be  amended  by  the 
attached  order  which  is  published  with 
this  decision. 

Determination  of  Producer  Approval 
AND  Representative  Period 

May  1975  is  hereby  determined  to  be 
the  representative  period  for  the  purpose 
of  ascertaining  whether  the  issuance  of 
the  order,  as  amended  and  as  hereby 
proposed  to  be  amended,  regulating  the 
handling  of  milk  in  the  Nashville,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  marketing  area  is  approved  or 
favored  by  producers,  as  defined  under 
the  terms  of  the  order  (as  amended  and 
as  hereby  proposed  to  be  amended) ,  who 
during  such  representative  period  were 
engaged  in  the  production  of  milk  for 
sale  within  the  aforesaid  marketing  area. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July 
28,  1975. 

Richard  L.  Feltner, 
Assistant  Secretary. 
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ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[  40  CFR  Parte  130  and  131  ] 

[FRL  406-2] 

POLICIES  AND  PROCEDURES  FOR  STATE 
CONTINUING  PLANNING  PROCESS 
PREPARATION  OF  STATE  WATER  QUAL- 
ITY  MANAGEMENT  PLANS 

Supplemental  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rulemaking 

In  the  July  16,  1975  issue  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  (40  FR  29882),  the  En¬ 
vironmental  Protection  Agency  (EPA) 
published  a  notice  of  proposed  rulemak¬ 
ing  proposing  amendments  to  40  CFR 
Parts  130  and  131.  In  the  preamble  to  the 
proposed  Part  130,  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  distinguished  between 
Phase  I  and  Phase  II  of  the  State  water 
quality  management  planning  process  to 
be  conducted  pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Water  Pollution  Control  Act  (33  U.S.C. 
1281  et  seq.)  and  established  a  require¬ 
ment  that  initial  Phase  n  State  water 
quality  management  plans  be  submitted 
to  the  EPA  Regional  Administrator  for 
inre-adoption  review  no  later  than  July  1, 
1978  and  that  final  State  water  quality 
management  plans  be  submitted  for  for¬ 
mal  approval  no  later  than  July  1,  1979. 
(40  FR  29882)  These  submission  dates 
were  also  included  in  the  proposed  Part 
131  regulations  at  S  131.10(c)(1).  (40  FR 
29888) 

Prior  to  the  publication  of  the  refer¬ 
enced  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking,  an 
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order  was  issued  by  District  Judge  John 
Lewis  Smith,  Jr.  in  Natural  Resources 
Defense  Counsel,  et  al.  v.  Train,  et  al., 
D.  C.  D.  C.,  Civ.  Act  No.  74-1485,^^A  copy 
of  the  Jime  5, 1975  declaratory  judgment, 
memorandum  opinion,  and  Order  appear 
below  as  Appendix  A.)  In  addition,  ^ce 
the  publication  of  the  referenced  notice 
of  proposed  rulemaking,  a  final  order  has 
issued  from  Judge  Smith.  (A  copy  of  the 
July  23,  1975,  final  order  appears  below 
as  Appendix  B.)  ITiis  case  has  a  direct 
impact  on  the  proposed  regulations  since 
it  relates  to  the  scope  and  timing  of  the 
planning  obllgrations  of  States  under  sec¬ 
tion  208(a)  (6)  of  the  Act.  More  particu- 
laE]K,  the  final  Court  Order  establishes  a 
fin^  plan  submission  date  of  November 
1,  1978. 

It  is  therefore  the  purpose  of  this 
notice  to  amend  the  notice  of  July  16, 
1975  to  refiect  the  court-ordered  final 
plan  submission  date  of  no  later  than 
November  1,  1978,  and  to  establish  a  re¬ 
vised  pre-adoption  review  date  of  no 
later  than  April  1,  1978.  The  purpose  of 
the  period  between  the  pre-adoption  re¬ 
view  submission  (not  later  than  April  1, 
1978)  and  the  final  submission  of  the 
plan  (not  later  than  November  1,  1978) 
is  to  provide  a  period  of  time  for  ap¬ 
propriate  formal  public  participation, 
formal  adoption  and  certification,  and 
final  submission  to  the  SPA  Regional 
Administrator.  These  proposed  deadlines 
would  represent  the  “outside  limits”  for 
completion,  adoption,  certification,  and 
final  submission  to  EPA  of  initial  plans 
that  fulfill  the  requirements  of  section 
208(b)(2)  by  all  States  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  208(a)  (6) .  EPA  fully  expects  earlier 
plan  completion  and  submission  by  those 
States  that  have  the  capabilities  to  com¬ 
ply  within  a  shorter  period  of  time. 
ITiose  States  that  will  require  more  time 
to  complete  the  review  and  adoption 
process  that  ultimately  leads  to  final 
submission  should  submit  plans  for  pre¬ 
adoption  review  earlier  than  April  1, 
1978. 

It  should  be  noted  that  the  Court  Or¬ 
der  of  July  23,  1975,  provides  that  the 
November  1,  1978,  final  plan  submission 
date  be  included  in  the  final  regulations. 
The  EPA  has  been  concerned  throughout 
the  course  of  this  lawsuit,  with  the  lack 
of  opportunity  for  input  from  States  and 
other  interested  parties  on  the  question 
of  the  final  submission  date.  In  view  of 
this,  we  urge  States  and  other  interested 
parties  to  comment  thoroughly  on  this 
as  well  as  other  issues  raised  by  the  pro¬ 
posal.  EPA  can  then  make  a  reasonable 
decision,  based  on  comments  received 
during  the  public  review  period,  as  to 
w'hether  or  not  to  request  a  court  modi¬ 
fication  of  the  final  plan  submission  date. 

Prior  to  the  final  adoption  of  amend¬ 
ments  to  40  CFR  Parts  130  and  131,  con¬ 
sideration  will  be  given  to  comments, 
suggestions,  or  objections  which  may  be 
submitted  in  writing  to: 

Director,  Water  Planning  Division  (WH-454), 

401  M  Street  SW.,  Room  E813,  Washington, 

D.C.  20460. 

Consideration  w'ill  be  given  to  all  com¬ 
ments.  suggestions,  or  objections  received 
on  or  before  August  28,  1975. 


The  change  In  the  July  16, 1975  notice 
would  affect  that  proposal  as  follows: 

1.  In  the  seventh*  paragraph  (40  FR 
29882)  of  the  Preamble  to  proposed  Part 
130,  "July  1,  1978”  should  be  read  “April 
1,  1978.”  and  "July  1,  1979”  should  be 
read  “November  1,  1978”  and 

2.  In  proposed  §  131.10(c)  (1)  (40  FR 
29888),  “Jiily  1,  1978”  should  be  read 
“April  1, 1978,”  and  “July  1, 1979”  should 
be  read  “Novwnber  1,  1978.” 

Dated:  July  25. 1975. 

Russell  E.  Train, 
Administrator 
Appendix  A 

(Civil  Action,  No.  74-1485] 

NATURAL  RESOURCES  DEFENSE  COUNCIL,  INC., 

ENVIRONMENTAL  DEFENSE  FUND,  INC.  V  BUS* 

SELL  E.  TRAIN,  THE  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTEC¬ 
TION  AGENCY,  AND  NATIONAL  FOREST  PROD¬ 
UCTS  ASSOCIATION 

Memorandum  and  Order 

This  case  involves  questions  of  statutory 
Interpretation  and  the  consequent  validity 
of  certain  regulations  issued  by  the  Environ¬ 
mental  Protection  Agency  (EPA).  Plaintiffs 
are  the  Natural  Resources  Defense  CouncU, 
Inc.  and  the  Environmental  Defense  Fund, 
Inc.,  two  respected  environmental  litigants. 
Defendants  are  the  Administrator  of  EPA  and 
the  National  Forest  Products  Association 
(NFPA),  an  intervenor  representing  local  or¬ 
ganizations  and  firms  engaged  in  the  forest 
products  industry.  Jurisdiction  is  based  on 
33  U.S.C.  1365(a),  28  U.S.C.  1331(a).  and  5 
U.S.C.  701-06.  The  matter  is  before  the  Court 
on  defendant’s  Motion  to  Dismiss  or,  in  the 
Alternative,  to  Stay,  and  plaintiff’s  Motion 
for  Summary  Judgment. 

Under  the  Federal  Water  Pollution  Con¬ 
trol  Act  Amendments  of  1972  (FWPCAA  or 
Act),  an  explicit  national  goal  is  the  resto¬ 
ration  and  maintenance  of  waters  so  that 
by  1983  they  will  be  fit  for  human  recreation 
and  wildlife  propagation.  33  U.S.C.  1251(a) 
(2)  (Supp.  Ill,  1973).  To  assist  in  achieving 
this  goal,  one  subchapter  of  the  Act  pro¬ 
vides  for  the  construction  of  sewage  treat¬ 
ment  works  and  for  the  development  and 
implementation  of  areawide  waste  treat¬ 
ment  management  plans.  Id.  section  1281 
(a):  see  also  id.  section  1251(a)(5).  The 
States  retain  primary  responsibility  under 
the  Act  for  abating  and  preventing  water 
pollution,  with  the  Federal  role  being  lim¬ 
ited  to  coordination  and  funding.  Id.  sec¬ 
tion  1251(b). 

Section  208,  33  U.S.C.  1288,  is  the  key 
provision  in  the  Act  governing  areawide 
waste  treatment  management  planning. 
Under  subsection  (a)(1)  of  that  section,^ 
EPA  is  to  issue  guidelines  “for  the  identifi¬ 
cation  of  those  areas  which,  as  a  result  of 
urban-industrial  concentrations  or  other 
factors,  have  substantial  water  quality  con¬ 
trol  problems.”  Id.  section  1288(a)(1);  see 
40  CFR  126.10  (1974).  The  Governor  of  a 
State  must  then  identify  each  area  which 
has  substantial  water  quality  control  prob¬ 
lems,  and  designate  a  representative  organi¬ 
zation  including  local  elected  officials  to 
develop  a  plan  for  the  area.  33  U.S.C.  1288 
(a)(2).  Special  provision  is  made  for  inter¬ 
state  problem  areas  and  planning  organiza¬ 
tions.  Id.  section  1288(a)(3).  If  the  Gov¬ 
ernor  does  not  designate  a  particular  area — 
unless  he  expressly  “de-designates,”  that  is, 
excludes  the  area — local  authorities  may  des- 
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ignate  additional  problem  areas  and  plan¬ 
ning  organizations.  Id.  section  1288(a)(4). 
To  this  point  there  are  thus  three  possible 
types  of  areas  and  organizations — Governor- 
designated,  interstate,  and  local -designated. 

The  final  provision  for  planning  under  sec¬ 
tion  208(a)  is  the  subject  of  this  lawsuit. 
What  is  not  covered  in  subsections  (a)(2)- 
(4)  supra  is  treated  by  subsection  (a)(6), 
which  provides:  “The  State  shall  act  as  a 
planning  agency  for  all  portions  of  such 
States  which  are  not  designated  under  par¬ 
agraphs  (2),  (3),  or  (4)  of  this  subsection.” 
Id.  section  1288(a)(6).  The  dispute  among 
the  parties  revolves  around  the  question  of 
what  subsection  (a)  (6)  requires  of  a  State 
in  its  planning  efforts  on  behalf  of  the  non- 
previously-deslgnated  portions  of  the  State. 

Plaintiffs  take  the  position  that  the  State 
under  subsection  (a)  (6)  must  4o  exactly 
what  the  planning  organizations  designated 
under  subsections  (a)(2)-(4)  are  required 
to  do;  that  is,  develop  a  plan  under  subsec¬ 
tion  (b)  (2),  33  U.S.C.  1288(b)  (2),  to  control 
point  and  nonpoint  sources  of  pollution. 
Plaintiffs  claim  that  this  State -prepared  plan 
must  be  ready  by  mid- July,  1976  so  that 
phase  II  (implementation  of  the  plan)  may 
proceed  on  schedule  and  attain  the  1983 
goal  of  swimmable,  fishable  waters.  Plain¬ 
tiffs  accordingly  oppose  as  both  Inadequate 
and  illegal  the  regulations  that  EPA  has  is¬ 
sued  to  Implement  subsection  (a)(6),  see 
40  CFR  126.2(d),  126.20,  and  seek  declara¬ 
tory  and  injunctive  relief  against  these 
regulations.’ 

EPA  has  come  to  agree  with  plaintiffs  that 
subsection  (a)  (6)  requires  the  State,  acting 
in  the  same  capacity  as  designated  organiza¬ 
tions.  to  apply  all  of  the  subsection  (b)(2) 
criteria  in  non-deslgnated  portions  of  the 
State.  However,  there  are  several  qualifica¬ 
tions  to  EPA’s  agreement  with  plaintiffs. 
First.  EPA  claims  that  only  its  subsection  (a) 
(1)  guidelines  supra  are  mandated  by  Sec¬ 
tion  208,  and  that  its  discretionary  subsec¬ 
tion  (a)(6)  regulations  tu'e  valid  insofar  as 
they  specify  merely  partial  waste  treatment 
management  obligations  imposed  upon  a 
State.  See  40  CFR  126.20(a),  supra  note  2. 
Second,  EPA  declares  that  it  has  already 
advised  the  States  by  letter  of  their  compre¬ 
hensive  subsection  (a)  (6)  planning  responsi¬ 
bilities,  and  notes  in  support  of  its  request 
for  a  stay  of  the  present  proceedings  that 


’40  CFR  126.2(d)  defines  as  a  section  208 
planning  area  “the  area  designated  under 
section  208(a),  (3),  or  (4)  of  the  Act.”  Sub¬ 
section  (a)  (6)  portions  of  the  State  are  thus 
excluded  from  the  extensive  planning  re¬ 
quirements  specified  in  the  Act  and  the 
regulations. 

40  CFR  126.20  is  the  only  regulation  that 
addresses  a  State’s  subsection  (a)(6)  respon¬ 
sibilities.  It  provides:  “(a)  The  State  shall 
act  as  the  planning  agency  for  all  areas  hot 
designated  under  (the  preceding  regula¬ 
tions]  .  Where  the  Governor  determines,  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  208(b)  (4)  of  the  Act,  that 
the  requirements  of  section  208(b)(2)  (F 
through  K)  should  be  applied  on  a  statewide 
basis,  the  State  may  apply  the  planning 
process  established  pursuant  to  section  303 
of  the  Act  as  the  process  for  carrying  out 
the  requirements  of  the  sections.  Funds 
which  may  be  available  under  section  106 
of  the  Act  may  be  utilized  to  conduct  plan¬ 
ning  pursuant  to  this  section,  (b)  Assump¬ 
tion  by  the  State  of  the  planning  responsibil¬ 
ities  in  these  areas  does  not  foreclose  the 
establishment  of  other  planning  processes 
at  the  substate  level.” 

Subsection  (a)  (6)  portions  and  planning 
agencies  have  also  been  specifically  excluded 
from  section  208  funding  under  33  U.S.C. 
1288(f).  See  39  FR  17202  (1974);  40  CFR 
35.1053;  40  CFR  126.20(a),  supra. 
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clarifying  regulattons  are  In  the  process  of 
being  developed.  Lastly,  EPA  asserts  that 
planning  under  subsection  (a)  (6)  need  not 
meet  the  same  strict  time  limitations  appli¬ 
cable  to  planning  for  substantial  water 
quality  problems  under  subsections  (a)(2)- 
(4). 

Defendant  NFPA  has  a  diametrically  op¬ 
posed  view  of  subsection  (a)  (6)  from  that  of 
NRDC  and  EPA.  NFPA  claims  that  there  Is 
no  duty  at  all  Imposed  upon  a  State  by  the 
statute  to  engage  in  extensive  areawlde  waste 
treatment  management  planning.  Since  sub¬ 
section  (a)  (6)  allegedly  addresses  “non-prob¬ 
lem"  portions  of  a  State,  and  since  the  key 
terms  of  section  208 — “area”  or  "areawlde,” 
“designate,”  and  “OTganlzatlon”— are  lacking 
In  subsection  (a)(6),  NFPA  argues  that  a 
State  need  only  engage  In  general,  discre¬ 
tionary  planning,  like  that  described  in  sec¬ 
tion  803(e)  of  the  Act.  33  US.C.  1313(e). 
NFPA  also  points  out  that  under  plaintiffs’ 
interpretation  of  subsection  (a)  (6) ,  some  ap¬ 
parent  Inconsistencies  within  the  statute 
would  result,*  and  wasteful,  duplicative  plan¬ 
ning  would  be  required  where  water  pollu¬ 
tion  problems  might  not  even  exist. 

Finally,  NFPA  relies  upon  ^e  Act’s  legis¬ 
lative  history,  contending  that  the  Senate 
version  of  subsection  (a)  (6) ,  which  clearly 
compelled  Statewide  planning  for  non-des- 
Ignated  portions,  was  significantly  modified 
by  the  Conference  Committee.* 

n 

Subsection  (a)  (6)  on  Its  face  does  not 
definitively  reveal  which  of  the  competing 
interpretations  should  prevail,  that  Is,  ex¬ 
actly  what  type  of  planning  for  non-deslg- 
nated  portions  a  State  should  engage  In. 
Under  such  circumstances  the  particular 
statute  shovUd  be  read  In  the  context  of  the 
entire  Act  so  that  Its  purpose  together  with 
the  Intent  of  the  whole  Act  may  be  effectu¬ 
ated.  United  States  v.  Menasche,  348  U.S. 
528,  638-39  (1956). 

As  noted  Section  208  Is  a  critical  provision 
in  a  broad,  far-reaching  Act.  See  generally 
United  States  v.  Ashland  Oil  A  Pransporta- 
Uon  Co.,  604  F.  2d  1317,  1320-25  (6th  Clr. 
1974),  It  contains  unique  authority  to  con¬ 
trol  water  pollution  from  point  sources  (e.g., 
factory  or  pipe  dlschar^;  see  33  U.S.C. 
1362(14))  and  from  nonpoint  sources  (e.g., 
mining  or  agricultural  runoff).  Its  Imple¬ 
mentation  features  distinguish  It  from  Sec¬ 
tion  803(e)  of  the  Act,  which  emphasizes 
ongoing  State  planning  and  limits  State  ef¬ 
forts  to  stationary  sources  of  pollution.  See 
40  CFR  pts  130-131.  The  section  is  also  In¬ 
tended  to  coordinate  and  Integrate  other 
planning,  construction,  and  discharge  permit 
provisions  of  the  Act.  33  U.S.C.  1288  (d),  (e); 
1313(e)(3)(B).  Section  208  charts  a  course 
not  only  for  the  cleaning  up  of  polluted 
waters  but  also  for  the  prevention  of  future 
pollution  by  Identifying  problem  sources. 


•See,  e«.,  88  U.S.C.  1288(b)(4)  (providing 
fOT  application  of  subsections  (b)  (2)  (F)-(K) 
to  entire  State,  which  subsection  (a)  (6)  al¬ 
ready  does,  according  to  plaintiffs’  construc¬ 
tion);  Id.  section  1288(a)(2)  (governing  ad¬ 
dition  and  modification  of  areas  iq)proprlate 
tor  waste  treatment  management,  which 
would  already  be  covered  by  subsection  (a) 
(6)  under  plaintiffs’  Interpretation). 

•Compare  S.  2770,  section  209(a)(6),  02d 
Cong.,  Ist  Sees  (1971)  (reproduced  in  A  Leg¬ 
islative  History  of  the  FWPCAA,  at  1594 
(1973) )  with  83  UB.C.  1288(a)  (6).  The  Sen¬ 
ate  version  provided,  “The  OovenuMr  shall 
designate  a  planning  agency  for  ^1  areas  of 
a  State  which  are  not  designated  under  para¬ 
graphs  (2),  (8),  or  (4)  of  this  subsection.” 
’The  House  version  had  no  comparable  pro¬ 
vision.  See  Legislative  History,  supra,  at  952. 


regulating  construction  of  certain  Industrial 
facilities,  and  develi^lng  processes  to  contnd 
runoff  sources  of  pollution.  While  Section 
208  focuses  on  "tirb^-lndustrlal”  areas  with 
substantial  water  quality  control  dUBcultles, 
It  also  directs  attention  to  other  geognq>hlcal 
locations  with  water  pollution  problems,  such 
as  forests,  mining  areas,  farms,  and  salt 
water  Inlets.  As  a  “bottom  line”  for  the  Sec¬ 
tion  208  waste  treatment  management  ac¬ 
tivities,  the  Act  prescribes  a  1983  goal  of  clean 
waterways.  The  period  between  October  18, 
1972  and  July,  1976  Is  mainly  a  planning  and 
development  stage.  The  remaining  seven 
years  are  for  Implementing  plans  and  elimi¬ 
nating  the  more  difficult  and  persistent 
sources  of  water  pollution.  See  EPA,  Water 
Quality  Strategy  Paper  10-11  (1974). 

Subsection  (a)  (6)  is  the  residual  clause  In 
the  areawlde  waste  treatment  management 
planning  provision.  As  such  It  deals  with  the 
non-deslgnated  or  “leftover”  portions  of  the 
State  not  addressed  by  the  Governor  or  by 
local  oflSclals  in  subsections  (a)  (2)-(4).  ’The 
plain  Implication  is  that  subsMtion  (a)(6) 
empowers  the  State  to  achieve  What  the  other 
planning  organizations  under  the  previous 
subsections  are  directed  to  achieve.  Uke  the 
other  planning  organizations,  the  State  under 
subsection  (a)  (6)  is  to  engage  In  subsection 
(b)  (2)  (A)-(K)  planning  for  the  area  within 
Its  authority;  that  Is,  for  “all  portions  of  such 
State  which  are  not  [otherwise)  designated” 
by  the  Governor  or  by  local  officials.  It  would 
be  illogical  tor  Congress  to  set  forth  a  de¬ 
tailed  scheme  for  State,  Interstate,  and  local 
water  pollution  planning — and  then  to  lump 
the  remainder  of  State  territory  Into  a  resid¬ 
uary  provision  with  veiled  Instructions  to 
the  State  to  do  as  It  saw  fit  regarding  waste 
treatment  control,  or  to  carry  out  the  already 
required  section  303(e)  planning. 

The  Court  also  notes  that  more  than  half 
of  the  Governors  have  non-deslgnated  their 
entire  State  from  coverage  under  section  208. 
There  are  presently  only  about  85  designated 
problem  areas  In  the  United  States,  leaving 
an  estimated  95  percent  of  the  nation’s 
waterways  non-deslgnated.  Only  one  State, 
Maine,  has  a  Statewide  waste  treatment  man¬ 
agement  plan  in  operation.  Surely  the  Con¬ 
gress  did  not  intend  section  208  planning  to 
be  the  exception  rathnr  than  the  rule,  nor, 
despite  the  States’  primary  responsibility 
under  the  Act,  were  the  Governors  and  local 
officials  given  effective  veto  power  over  sec¬ 
tion  208.  Cf.  Train  v.  City  of  New  York,  420 
U.S.  35,  44-46  (1975). 

It  is  admitted  by  all  parties  that  the  ncm- 
deslgnated  State  areas  may  not  suffer  from 
substantial  water  quality  control  problems. 
These  remaining  portions  most  likely  will 
not  be  of  the  mban-industrial  t3q>e,  quickly 
Identified  as  priorities  or  as  health  and 
safety  hazards  by  Governors  and  local  offi¬ 
cials.  Rather,  they  will  probably  be  rural, 
agricultural,  mining,  or  forest  areas  with 
somewhat  unique  pollution  problems  caused 
by  “other  factors.”  The  Act  does  not  elimi¬ 
nate  such  areas  from  planning  even  If  a 
prefere^e  is  given  to  urban-industrial  prob¬ 
lem  arew.  See  33  UB.C.  1388(a)(1);  40  CFR 
126.10(a!)-(b).  In  fact,  subsrotlons  (b)(2) 
(F)-(K)  of  Section  208  specifically  address 
nonpoint  p<^utlon  problems  in  areas  which 
might  not  have  been  selected  in  the  primary 
designation  process  (1.#.,  under  subsections 

(a) (2)-(4)).  Likewise,  some  of  the  point 
source  planning  provisions  under  subsections 

(b) (2)  (A)-(E)  are  aimed  at  preventing  fu¬ 
ture  degradation  of  pollution-free  areas. 

As  for  confiicts  In  the  Act  caused  by 
giving  subsection  (a)  (6)  such  an  expansive 
meaning,  the  Court  believes  that  subsec¬ 
tions  (a)(2),  (3).  (4),  and  (6)  regulate 
which  level  of  government  Is  to  develop  a 
waste  treatment  management  plan — not 
whether  an  area  or  portion  of  a  State  is  to 


be  covered  by  such  a  plan.  The  provision  tor 
additional  or  modified  areas  under  subeee- 
tlons  (a)  (3),  (3),  (4).  and  (6)  regulate 
terpretatton.  It  allows  a  Governor  snbee- 
quently  to  designate  a  part  of  a  subsection 

(a)  (6)  portion  of  the  State  as  a  more  prob¬ 
lematic  area  requiring  planning  coverage  by 
a  specially  appointed  organization  under 
subsection  (a)(2).  Purthermmfe,  subsection 

(b)  (4)  does  not  contravene  the  Court’s  ap¬ 
proach  to  subsection  (a)(6).  This  subsec¬ 
tion,  providing  for  Statewide  application  of 
the  nonpoint  planning  requirements,  en¬ 
ables  a  Governor  to  take  a  unified  approach 
to  runoff  pollution  problems  through  by¬ 
passing  the  various  planning  organizations 
and  coordinating  the  Section  208  plan  with 
the  regulatory  program  developed  under  Sec¬ 
tion  303. 

It  Is  possible  that  the  use  of  terms  like 
“area”  and  “designate”  and  “organization 
or  agency” — all  present  In  the  Senate  ver¬ 
sion  of  the  bill— could  have  made  subsection 
(a)  (6)  cr3r8tal  clear  and  removed  any  poten¬ 
tial  ambiguity  from  Its  Interpretation.  ’The 
Conference  Committee,  however,  modified 
the  Senate  version,  and  the  Conference  Re¬ 
port  in  explaining  the  change  merely  para¬ 
phrased  the  language  of  subsection  (a)(6). 
See  Legislative  History,  supra  note  4,  at  300. 
Still,  the  FWPCAA  Is  not  to  be  given  a 
crabbed  or  technical  construction.  Train  v. 
City  of  New  York,  420  U.S.  35  (1975).  Sub¬ 
section  (e)(1).  33  UB.C.  1288(e)(1),  uses 
the  term  “planning  agency”  interchangeably 
with  subsections  (a)(2)-(4)’8  planning 
"oreanlzatlon.”  "Portions”  In  subsection 
(a)(6)  apparently  substitutes  for  “area”  in 
order  to  convey  the  sense  of  large,  non- 
discrete,  residual  regions  without  carefully 
drawn  boundaries.  Moreover,  the  Senate’s 
leading  conferee  as  well  as  the  past  and 
present  Administrators  of  EPA  have  all  con¬ 
curred  In  giving  a  broad,  generous  construc¬ 
tion  to  subsection  (a)  (6).* 

The  Court  further  finds  the  position  of 
EPA  In  this  litigation  to  be  untenable.  If  EPA 
agrees  with  plaintiffs*  Interpretation  of 
subsection  (a)  (6),  Its  regulations  should  re- 
fiect  that  agreement.  Instead,  40  CFR  126.2 
(d)  relieves  States  acting  under  subsection 
(a)  (6)  from  the  intensive  subsection  (b)  (2) 
(A)-(K)  planning  requirements.  40  CFR 
126.20(a)  permits  States  to  substitute  section 
303  planning  for  that  mandated  by  section 
208.  And  40  CFR  35.1053  denies  States  any 
section  208  funding  for  subsection  (a)(6) 
activities.  See  note  2  supra.  These  shortcom¬ 
ings  cannot  be  remedied  by  reliance  upon  the 

*  See  Legislative  History,  supra  note  4.  at 
169  (statement  of  Sen.  Muskie,  Senator  spon¬ 
sor  of  FWPCAA);  Id.  at  145  (letter  from 
William  Ruckelshaus,  former  Administrator 
of  EPA);  Letter  frwn  EPA  Administrator 
Russell  'Train  to  Sen.  Muskie,  Nov.  1,  1974). 

In  Senate  debate  on  the  Conference  Re¬ 
port,  Sen.  Muskie  Introduced  a  memorandum 
concerning  the  conferees’  agreement  on  var¬ 
ious  provisions  of  the  Act.  Concerning  Sec¬ 
tion  208  he  stated;  “The  Senate  bill  and 
the  House  amendment  both  required  the 
development  of  areawlde  waste  management 
plans.  The  House  amendment  limited 
such  .  .  .  plans  to  designated  areas  within 
a  State,  while  the  Senate  bill  required  that 
regions  be  designated  for  the  entire  geo¬ 
graphic  area  of  each  State.  The  Conferees 
have  agreed  to  require  State-wide  planning, 
either  through  a  regional  process  in  a  desig¬ 
nated  area  or  by  the  State  for  areas  outside 
of  designated  regions.  .  .  .  The  Conferees  .  .  . 
agreed  that  waste  management  agencies 
must  be  designated  covering  the  entire  area 
of  the  State.”  Legislative  Hist(M7,  supra  note 
4.  at  169. 
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•aeged  “naB-mandatory”  nature  oC  tba  regu- 
laUona  or  upon  EPA^  gradual  approach  to 
water  pollution  problenu.  EPA's  regulatlona 
have  poalUvely  mislead  the  States  in  regard 
to  subsection  (a)  (6)  responsibilities.  This  Is 
not  "partial  guidance”  of  the  States.  It  is 
an  Impermissible  mls-oonstructlon  of  the 
Act  which  must  be  cured  swiftly  so  that  the 
States  can  understand  and  fulfill  their  total 
planning  responsibilities  under  subsection 
(a)(6).  Nor  can  the  Court  accept  EPA’s  "step 
by  step”  or  adjudicatory  method  of  Issuing 
subsection  (a)  (6)  guidelines.  Erroneous  reg¬ 
ulations  should  not  be  allowed  to  stand  for  a 
period  of  months  or  years.  Moreover,  plan¬ 
ning  requirements  and  directives  should  pre¬ 
cede  the  actual  planning  by  States  lest  dis¬ 
order  and  Inefficiency  reduce  State  efforts  to 
naught.  Equally  as  Important,  valuable  time 
and  resources  cannot  be  squandered  while 
strict  statutory  deadlines  are  facing  the 
agency  and  the  States. 

As  plaintiffs  have  stressed  on  numerous 
occasions,  the  subsection  (a)  (6)  regulations 
will  not  call  for  rigorous  planning  where  no 
pollution  problems  exist.  Rural  areas  need 
not  Implement  safeguards  for  urban  pollu¬ 
tion  problems,  and  vice  versa;  planning  can 
be  tailored  to  a  region's  peculiar  problems, 
and  where  possible  coordinated  with  Section 
303  planning.  A  State  may  certify  large  por¬ 
tions  of  its  territory  as  pollution-free  and 
concentrate  on  preventive  measures  for  these 
portions  as  well  as  on  abatement  efforts  tar 
the  substantial  problem  areas.  The  same  In¬ 
tensive  waste  treatment  management  plan¬ 
ning  will  certainly  not  be  required  over  every 
cubic  inch  of  the  nation’s  waterways.  The 
Act’s  goal  of  clean  waters  by  1983  can  be 
achieved  through  a  multitude  of  planning 
approaches. 

It  is  not  for  this  Court,  however,  to  define 
or  promulgate  the  subsection  (a)  (6)  regula¬ 
tions.  Hopefully,  EPA’s  draft  regulations  al¬ 
ready  address  the  complexities  of  a  State’s 
subsection  (a)  (6)  planning  role  and  deline¬ 
ate  the  need  for  State  and  local  cooperation. 
In  any  event,  a  full  and  jH-ompt  rulemaking 
proceeding  will  enable  Interested  parties  In¬ 
cluding  the  States  to  offer  further  comments 
to  EPA  with  reference  to  the  content  of  the 
proposed  guidelines. 

in 

Order 

For  the  reasons  stated  supra,  defendant 
Environmental  Protection  Agency  Is  enjoined 
to  begin  the  process  of  developing  and  pro¬ 
mulgating  section  208(a)  (6)  regidatlons  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  provisions  of  this  Memoran¬ 
dum  and  to  revise  existing  regulations  Incon¬ 
sistent  therewith.  Defendants’  Motion  to  Dis¬ 
miss  or,  in  the  Alternative,  to  Stay  Is  hereby 
denied.  Plaintiffs’  Motion  for  Summary  Judg¬ 
ment  Is  hMOby  granted. 

Plaintiffs  In  this  action  are  entitled  to  a 
declaratory  Judgment  that:  (1)  It  is  a  na¬ 
tional  goal  under  the  Federal  Water  Pollu¬ 
tion  Control  Act  Amendments  of  1972  to  re- 
stme  and  maintain  the  nation’s  waters  so 
that  by  1983  they  will  be  fit  for  human  recre¬ 
ation  and  wildlife  propagation;  (2)  S3  TJJ3.C. 
l28S(a)  (6)  requires  a  State  to  act  as  the  sec¬ 
tion  208  planning  agency  tor  non-designated 
portions  of  the  State  In  the  same  manner  as 
planning  organizations  designated  under  33 
UH.C.  1288(a)  (2)-(4):  (3)  33  U.S.C.  1288(b) 
(2)  (A)-(K)  waste  treatment  management 
planning  is  reqiilred  of  a  State  acting  tmder 
section  208(a)  (6)  for  portions  of  the  State 
not  designated  under  33  n.S.C.  1288(a)  (2)- 
(4):  (4)  33  UH.C,  1288  (d)-(e)  require  that 
in  all  non-destgnated  por^ns,  grants  made 
under  33  UB.C.  1281(g)(1)  and  permits  is¬ 
sued  under  88  UJS.C.  1342  shall  be  made  In 
eonformlty  with  the  section  308(a)  (6)  plan 
for  such  porticms;  and  (6)  fundl^  for  area- 
wide  waste  treatment  management  planning 


under  33  nJ3.C.  1288(f)  shall  be  available  to  a 
8ta^  for  section  208(a)  (6)  planning. 

In  view  the  fact  that  the  1976  goal  of 
plan  submission  cannot  feasibly  be  met  for 
section  208(a)  (6)  plans — although  such  a 
deadline  Is  prescribed  by  the  Act — the  plain¬ 
tiffs  and  EPA  shall,  within  15  days  of  this 
Order,  furnish  (Jointly  and  individually)  a 
proposed  timetable  to  the  Court  for  a  rule- 
making  proceeding  for  section  208(a)  (6) 
regulations  and  for  the  phased  compliance  of 
sectlcm  208(a)  (6)  planning  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  section  208  and  the  goals  of  the  Act. 

John  Lewis  Smith,  Jr., 
United  States  iJistrict  Judj/e. 

Appendix  B 

[ClvU  Action  No.  74-1485] 

NATUBAL  RKSOUaCES  DEFENSE  COUNCIL,  INC., 
ET  AL.  V  BUSSELL  TBAIN,  ET  AL. ' 

Final  Order 

Upon  consideration  of  the  pleadings,  mem¬ 
oranda,  affidavits,  the  Court's  Opinion  and 
Order  of  Jime  5,  1975,  and  the  proposed  time¬ 
tables  submitted  by  the  parties  in  this  action. 
It  Is  by  the  Comt  this  23rd  day  of  July  1975, 
ordered,  that: 

1.  Defendants,  the  Environmental  Protec¬ 
tion  Agency  (EPA)  and  Its  Administrator, 
Russell  Train,  shall,  no  later  than  November 
10,  1975,  promulgate  all  final  regulations 
necessary  to  implement  fully  this  Order  and 
the  Court’s  June  5,  1975,  declaratOTy  Judg¬ 
ment,  memorandum  opinion,  and  Order,  and 
to  modify  any  existing  regulations  incon¬ 
sistent  with  said  declaratory  Judgment,  mem¬ 
orandum  opinion,  and  Orders. 

2.  Defendants  EPA  and  Russell  Train  shall, 
no  later  than  July  14,  1975,  publish  proposed 
regulations  amending  40  CFR  Parts  130  and 
131  consistent  with  said  declaratory  Judg¬ 
ment,  memorandum  (pinion,  and  Orders  and 
shall  thereafter  afford  the  public  a  period  of 
not  less  than  45  days  for  comment  on  such 
regulations. 

3.  Defendants  EPA  and  Russell  Train  shall, 
no  later  than  September  1,  1975,  publish  In 
proposed  form  all  other  regulations  neces¬ 
sary  to  implement  said  declaratory  Judg¬ 
ment,  memorandum  opinion,  and  Orders, 
which  shall  be  contained  In  40  CFR  Parts  35 
and  126,  and  shall  thereafter  afford  the  pub¬ 
lic  a  reasonable  period  of  time  for  conunent 
on  such  regulations. 

4.  All  such  proposed  and  final  regulations 
shall  contain  time  schedules  which  will 
achieve  and  reqiUre  the  final  submission  to 
EPA  of  complete  section  208  plans  for  non- 
designated  areas  no  later  than  November  1, 
1978.  EPA  may  establish  a  date  tor  preadop¬ 
tion  review  of  such  plans  prior  to  the  Novem¬ 
ber  1. 1978  final  deadline. 

5.  This  Court  retains  Jurisdiction  of  this 
case  imtll  the  promulgation  of  final  regula- 
lations  fully  implementing  its  declaratory 
Judgment,  memorandum  opinion  and  Orders. 

John  Lewis  Smith,  Jr.. 

United  States  Distri^Judge. 

IFR  Doc.75-19810  Piled  7-30-75:8:45  am] 


[40 CFR  Part  136] 

(FRL  408-8] 

ANALYSIS  OF  POLLUTANTS 

Proposed  Guidelines  for  Establishing  Test 
Procedures 

This  notice  extends  the  period  of 
comments  to  the  notice,  published  June  9, 
1975  (40  FR  24535) ,  considering  amend¬ 
ments  to  Part  136  of  Title  40,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  setting  forth  Guide¬ 


lines  Establishing  Test  Procedures  for  the 
Analysis  of  Pollutants. 

EPA  has  received  requests  for  extend¬ 
ing  the  time  available  to  present  addi¬ 
tional  information  on  the  proposed 
measurement  methods.  Among  these  re¬ 
quests  are  those  of  Uniroyal  Chemical 
Corporation  and  the  MiUlpore  Corpora¬ 
tion.  Uniroyal  Chemical  Corporation 
indicated  that  additional  time  was  re¬ 
quired  to  prepare  a  substantive  evalua¬ 
tion  of  current  and  proposed  analysis 
techniques  for  oil  and  grease.  The  Milli- 
pore  Corporation  wishes  to  present  data 
in  their  possession  on  the  subject  of 
coliform  bacteria  (fecal)  analysis  which 
has  not  previously  been  available  to  the 
public.  It  is  argrued  that  additional  time 
is  required  to  assemble  and  present  com- 
mente. 

In  order  to  allow  for  the  assembly  and 
presentation  of  data  and  other  sutetan- 
tive  comments.  EPA  has  decided  that  a 
reasonable  extension  of  the  comment 
closing  date  is  45  days  from  the  existing 
(July  24,  1975)  date,  and  the  comment 
perl^  is  hereby  extended  to  Eleptember  7, 
1975. 

Dated;  July  25, 1975. 

Wilson  K.  Talley, 
Assistant  Administrator  for 
Research  <t  Development. 

(FR  Doc.75-19811  FUed  7-30-75:8:45  am] 

FEDERAL  ENERGY 
ADMINISTRATION 

[  10  CFR  Parts  211  and  212  ] 

CRUDE  OIL  BUY/SELL  LIST  ALLCXIATION 
AND  PRICING  RULES 

Proposed  Rulemaking  and  Public  Hearing 

The  Federal  Energy  Administration 
(FEA)  hereby  gives  notice  of  a  proposal 
to  amend  the  allocation  rules  for  the 
crude  oil  buy/sell  list  program  set  forth 
in  10  CFR  211.65  and  the  pricing  rules 
for  buy/sell  list  sales  set  forth  in 
10  C!FR  212.94.  The  proposed  amend¬ 
ments  to  the  allocation  rule  would  elim¬ 
inate  the  restriction  that  unsold  amoimts 
of  refiner-sellers  may  be  carried  forward 
as  a  continuing  sales  obligation  for  only 
one  allocation  quarter;  would  provide  for 
a  primary  and  secondary  sales  obligation 
for  each  refiner-seller  based  on  its  tm- 
sold  amount  obligation  and  the  expected 
utilization  of  the  buy /sell  list;  and  would 
amend  the  definition  of  crude  oil  set 
forth  in  S  211.51  to  include  sjmthetic 
crude  oil  produced  from  tar  sands.  The 
amendment  proposed  with  respect  to  the 
pricing  rule  set  forth  in  10  CFR  212.94 
provides  generally  for  deduction  of  the 
supplemental  crude  oil  Import  fee  (pres¬ 
ently  set  at  $2)  from  the  refiner-seller’s 
wei^ted  average  price  as  to  a  buy /sell 
list  sale  of  imported  crude  oil  mad^  to  a 
refiner-buyer  located  outside  UJ8.  cus¬ 
toms  territory. 

fiPFECTivB  Dates 

The  amendments  proposed  hereby,  if 
adopted  would  be  effective  as  follows: 

Each  refiner-seller’s  entire  unsold 
amount  from  the  June  1, 1975  allocation 
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quarter  would  be  carried  forward  as  a 
sales  obligation  for  the  September  1. 1975 
quarter.  The  primary  and  secondary 
sales  obllgatipn  calculations  would  be 
instituted  for  the  September  1  quarter. 
The  amendment  to  the  definition  of 
crude  oil  would  be  effective  August  1, 
1975. 

The  amendment  to  the  pricing  rule 
would  be  effective  on  a  retroactive  basis 
for  sales  made  in  the  March  1,  1975 
quarter,  as  well  as  for  subsequent  allo¬ 
cation  quarters.  As  a  result,  refiner- 
sellers  which  have  made  sales  of  im¬ 
ported  crude  oil  to  refiner-buyers  located 
outside  U.S.  customs  territory  in  cases 
where  the  buyer  is  liable  for  the  supple¬ 
mental  import  fees  would  be  required  to 
recalculate  their  prices  under  §  212.94 
for  sales  made  to  all  refiner-buyers  in 
the  March  1  quarter. 

Amendments  to  Method  of  Calculating 
Refiner-Sellers’  Obligations 

The  basic  considerations  behind  pro¬ 
posing  calculation  of  primary  and  sec¬ 
ondary  sales  obligations  for  refiner- 
sellers  and  elimination  of  the  one  quarter 
restriction  on  carrying  forward  unsold 
amounts  derive  from  declining  utiliza¬ 
tion  of  the  buy /sell  list  by  refiner-buyers 
and  the  resulting  significant  disparities 
between  the  sales^obligations  of  various 
refiner-sellers. 

PEA  believes  that  the  amendments 
proposed  are  of  particular  Importance, 
since  their  operation  is  intended  to  cause 
all  firms  to  be  treated  equitably  when  use 
of  the  program  declines  during  p>erlods  of 
adequate  supply,  or  when  the  use  thereof 
increases  during  any  future  supply 
shortage.  In  either  of  these  events,  absent 
any  modification  to  the  current  regula¬ 
tions,  sellers  that  had  not  sold  their  pro¬ 
portionate  share  in  prior  allocation  quar¬ 
ters  would  be  rewarded,  since  their  unsold 
amounts  in  those  prior  quarters  (other 
than  the  immediately  preceding  quarter) 
would  no  longer  be  included  in  their  sales 
obligations. 

By  way  of  background,  in  the  period 
during  and  Immediately  following  the 
termination  of  the  Arab  oil  embargo,  the 
buy/sell  list  program  served  a  vitally  im- 
4X)rtant  supply  function  for  small  and  in¬ 
dependent  refiners.  Although  the  pro¬ 
gram  still  serves  a  significant  supply 
function  for  many  small  and  independent 
refiners,  as  evidenced  by  their  continued 
utilization  of  the  program,  its  importance 
as  a  source  of  supplies  for  these  refiners 
as  a  class  has  diminished  as  world  sup¬ 
plies  have  reached  surplus  levels. 

The  program,  in  addition  to  providing 
a  source  of  supplies,  also  provided  cer¬ 
tain  crude  oil  cost  benefits  for  many 
small  and  independent  refiners  due  to  the 
fact  that  sales  were  made  at  the  particu¬ 
lar  refiner-seller’s  weighted  average  price 
of  all  its  crude  oil  deliveries.  Thus,  re¬ 
finer-buyers  could  share  to  a  certain 
extent  in  the  cost  advantages  of  price 
controlled  old  oil  possessed  by  the  re¬ 
finer-sellers.  For  this  reason,  almost  full 
utilization  of  the  buy /sell  list  continued 
well  after  world-wide  crude  oil  supplies 
returned  to  normal  levels  following  the 
embargo. 


The  old  oil  allocation  program  was  in¬ 
stituted  in  late  1974,  effective  for  Novem¬ 
ber  1974  and  subs^uent  months  on  a 
retrospective  basis,  and  the  first  entitle¬ 
ment  transactions  occurred  at  the  end 
of  January  1975.  Since  the  institution 
of  the  old  oil  allocation  program,  the 
buy /sell  list  program  has  no  longer 
served  as  significant  a  cost  equalization 
function;  the  utilization  of  the  program 
has  declined  substantially;  and  unsold 
amounts  carried  forward  and  result¬ 
ing  disparities  between  the  obligations 
of  different  refiner-sellers  have  in¬ 
creased. 

The  decline  in  utilization  of  the  buy/ 
sell  list  first  became  evident  in  the  March 
1.  1975  allocation  quarter.  For  exam¬ 
ple,  total  purchases  under  the  list  nor¬ 
mally  have  ranged  between  88  percent 
and  92  percent  of  the  total  allocation 
obligation.  In  the  March  1  quarter, 
however,  approximately  66  percent  of 
the  total  allocation  obligation  was  pur¬ 
chased  by  refiner-buyers.  ’The  result  of 
the  decline  in  purchases  for  this  quarter 
is  that  approximately  35  percent  of  re- 
finer-seUers’  obligations  for  the  June  1, 
1975  quarter  (as  compared  with  approx¬ 
imately  16  percent  for  the  prior  quar¬ 
ter)  was  attributable  to  unsold  amount 
obligations,  which  varied  from  a  high  of 
approximately  9,000,000  barrels,  in  the 
case  of  one  seller,  to  a  low  of  zero  bar¬ 
rels,  in  the  case  of  another.  These  fig¬ 
ures  illustrate  the  need  for  a  modifica¬ 
tion  to  the  program  to  ensure  that  all 
sellers  are  treated  equitably  over  the 
period  in  which  the  program  is  in  effect. 

Obligations  of  refiner-sellers  are  cal¬ 
culated  as  follows  imder  the  regulations 
currently  in  effect.  First,  each  seller’s 
unsold  amount  obligation  is  arrived  at 
by  taking  its  total  unsold  amount  from 
the  prior  allocation  quarter  less  any  por¬ 
tion  thereof  which  itself  was  attributable 
to  a  unsold  amount  obligation  from  the 
quarter  immediately  preceding  that  prior 
quarter.  To  determine  the  portion  of  the 
unsold  amount  not  to  be  carried  forward, 
sales  by  that  seller  in  the  prior  quarter 
are  deemed  first  to  reduce  the  unsold 
amount  obligation  for  that  prior  quarter, 
and  next  to  be  in  satisfaction  of  the  bal¬ 
ance  of  that  seller’s  obligation.  After 
calculation  of  each  seller’s  unsold  amount 
obligation  from  the  prior  quarter,  the 
portion  of  the  total  allocation  obligation 
in  excess  of  the  aggregate  of  the  sellers’ 
unsold  amount  obligations  is  appor¬ 
tioned  among  all  sellers  in  accordance 
with  their  respective  fixed  percentage 
shares. 

The  amendments  proposed  for  the  cal¬ 
culation  of  refiner-sellers’  sales  obliga¬ 
tions  are  Intended  to  even  out  dis¬ 
parities  in  these  obligations  present  in 
the  June  1  quarter  by  first  providing  for 
a  primary  and  secondai-y  sales  obligation 
calculation  for  each  seller,  commencing 
with  the  September  1,  1975  quarter.  The 
primary  sales  obligation  for  each  seller 
would  first  consist  of  its  unsold  amount 
obligation  plus  its  fixed  percentage  share 
of  that  additional  volume  of  crude  oil, 
if  any,  necessary  to  make  the  total  of 
the  primary  obligations  of  all  sellers 


equal  to  the  expected  utilization  of  the 
buy/sell  list  in  the  forthcoming  alloca¬ 
tion  quarter.  All  sellers  would  have  to 
have  sold  substantially  all  of  their  pri¬ 
mary  obligations  before  any  seller  was 
required  to  offer  for  sale  any  portion  of 
its  secondary  obligation,  pursuant  to  a 
directed  sale  or  otherwise.  In  addition, 
there  would  be  no  further  restrictions  on 
carrying  forward  unsold  amounts,  ex¬ 
cept  that  unsold  amounts  carried  for¬ 
ward  from  the  September  1,  1975  and 
subsequent  allocation  quarters  would 
only  consist  of  the  imsold  portion  of 
each  seller’s  primary  obligation  and  of 
any  unsold  directed  sale  volumes  attrib¬ 
utable  to  the  seller’s  secondary  obliga¬ 
tion.  'The  result  of  this  method  of  cal¬ 
culating  sellers’  obligations  will  be  to 
ensure,  to  the  maximiun  extent  practi¬ 
cable.  that  sellers  with  the  largest  unsold 
amount  obligations  from  prior  quarters 
will  be  required  to  make  a  correspond¬ 
ingly  greater  portion  of  the  projected 
sales  in  the  September  1,  1975  and 
subsequent  quarters.  FEA  believes  that 
utilization  of  this  method  of  apportion¬ 
ing  seller’s  obligations  will,  over  a  pe¬ 
riod  of  one  or  more  allocation  quarters, 
even  out  the  respective  sales  obligation;^ 
of  the  sellers  in  an  equitable  manner  and 
will  prevent  large  unsold  amounts  of 
sellers  that  did  not  sell  their  proportion¬ 
ate  share  in  prior  quarters  from  ceasing 
to  constitute  sales  obligations. 

Pricing  Adjustment  for  Supplemental 
Import  Fees 

The  proposed  amendment  to  the  buy  ^ 
sell  list  pricing  rule  Is  a  price  adjustment 
for  sales  made  to  refiner-buyers  located 
outside  U.S.  customs  territory.  ’The  pro¬ 
posal  first  provides  for  an  increase  in  a 
refiner-seller’s  weighted  average  cost  of 
crude  oil  (for  purposes  of  determining 
buy /sell  list  selling  p|1ces  only),  to  re¬ 
flect  the  assumed  payment  of  the  supple¬ 
mental  Import  fees  on  all  imported  crude 
oil  included  in  that  seller’s  deliveries  even 
though  such  fees  are  not  payable  by'  the 
refiner-seller  on  crude  oil  delivered  to  a 
refiner-buyer  outside  U.S.  customs  terri¬ 
tory,  and  secondly  for  a  deduction  from 
that  seller’s  weighted  average  cost  of 
crude  oil  (as  so  adjusted)  for  purposes 
of  determining  the  selling  price  to  re¬ 
finer-buyers  outside  customs  territory  of 
the  amount  of  the  per  barrel  supple¬ 
mental  crude  oil  import  fee  (currently 
$2),  which  is  saved  as  a  result  of  the  sale 
of  crude  oil  to  that  refiner-buyer. 

FEA  believes  that  these  adjustments 
are  appropriate,  since  buyers  outside  the 
U.S.  customs  territory  will  generally  be 
liable  for  the  entire  amount  of  the  sup¬ 
plemental  import  fee  on  the  volumes  of 
Imported  crude  oil  purchased  under  the 
buy/sell  list.  'With  these  adjustments  to 
the  buy/sell  list  sale  prices,  allocation 
sales  of  crude  oil  will  have  the  same  eco¬ 
nomic  effect  for  buyers  located  outside 
U.S.  customs  territory  as  for  thase  lo¬ 
cated  within  customs  teiritory.  ’That  is. 
in  each  instance  the  total  cost,  including 
supplemental  import  fees  in  the  case  of 
refiner-buyers  located  outside  U.S.  cus¬ 
toms  territory,  of  acquiring  crude  oil  un- 
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der  the  buy/sell  list  program  from  a  par¬ 
ticular  refiner  will  be  the  same,  and  will 
be  based  on  the  weighted  average  cost  of 
all  crude  oil  acquired  by  that  refiner- 
seller.  Without  such  an  adjustment,  the 
total  cost  to  refiner-buyers  located  out¬ 
side  U.S.  customs  territory  of  buy/sell 
list  crude  oil  would  be  disproportionately 
higher  than  the  cost  of  such  crude  oil  to 
refiner-buyers  located  within  U.S.  cus¬ 
toms  territory,  who  receive  all  crude  oil 
under  the  buy-seU  list  program  on  a 
fee-paid  basis. 

Certain  clarifying  amendments  to 
§  212.94  are  also  proposed,  in  order  to 
make  explicit  thj3se  price  adjustments 
which  must  be  taken  into  account  by 
refiners  in  computing  their  cost  recovery 
in  buy/sell  list  sales,  and  to  revise  the 
nvunbering  of  the  section. 

The  cost  recovery  calculations  by  re¬ 
finers  for  purposes  of  buy/sell  transac¬ 
tions  is  discussed  generally  in  FEA  Rul¬ 
ing  1974-26,  and  the  propwsed  import  fee 
adjustment  for  buy /sell  sales  to  refiner- 
buyers  located  outside  U.S.  customs  ter¬ 
ritory  will  be  an  adjustment  that  shall 
be  taken  into  account  in  computing  cost 
recovery,  just  as  is  the  price  adjustment 
for  gravity.  The  handling  fee  and  the 
transportation  expense  adjustments,  as 
noted  in  Ruling  1974-26,  are  not  taken 
into  account  when  determining  a  cost 
recovery,  and  the  regulation  is  also  be¬ 
ing  revised  to  expressly  so  provide. 

Amendmbnt  to  the  Definition  of 
Crude  On. 

FEA  is  also  proposing  to  amend  the 
definition  of  crude  oil  in  §  211.51  to  in¬ 
clude  within  that  term  synthetic  crude 
oil  produced  from  tar  sands,  gilsonite  and 
oil  shale.  The  purpose  of  this  amendment 
is  to  make  these  types  of  synthetic  crude 
oil  eligible  feedstocks  for  both  the  buy/ 
sell  list  and  old  oil  aUocation  programs, 
thus  enhancing  the  desirability  of  the 
production  or  importation  thereof. 

Procedures  for  Written  Comments  and 
Public  Hearing 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  this  rulemaking  by  submitting 
data,  views  or  arguments  with  resi>ect 
to  the  proposed  regulations  set  forth  in 
this  notice  to  Executive  Communications. 
Federal  Energy  Administration,  Box  DO, 
Washington,  D.C.  20461. 

Comments  should  be  Identified  on  the 
outside  of  the  envelope  and  on  docu¬ 
ments  submitted  to  FEA  Executive  Com¬ 
munications  with  the  designation 
“Amendments  to  Crude  Oil  Buy/Sell  List 
Program."  Fifteen  copies  should  be  sub¬ 
mitted.  All  comments  received  by  Au¬ 
gust  11,  1975,  and  all  relevant  informa¬ 
tion  will  be  considered  by  the  FEA  before 
final  action  is  taken  on  the  proposed 
regulations. 

Any  information  or  data  considered  by 
the  person  furnishing  it  to  be  confiden¬ 
tial  must  be  so  identified  and  submitted 
in  writing,  one  copy  only.  The  FEA  re¬ 
serves  the  rigdit  to  determine  the  confi¬ 
dential  status  of  the  information  or  data 
and  to  treat  it  according  to  that  de¬ 
termination. 


The  public  hearing  in  this  proceeding 
will  be  held  beginning  at  9:30  am.,  e.d.t., 
on  August  13.  1975,  at  Room  2105,  2000 
M  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  In 
order  to  receive  comments  from  inter¬ 
ested  persons  on  the  matters  set  forth 
herein. 

Any  person  who  has  an  interest  in  the 
proposed  amendments,  or  who  is  a  repre¬ 
sentative  of  a  group  or  class  of  persons 
that  has  an  interest  in  the  proposed 
amendments,  may  make  a  written  re¬ 
quest  for  an  opportunity  to  make  an  oral 
presentation.  Such  a  request  should  bo 
directed  to  Executive  Communications, 
FEA,  and  must  be  received  before  4:30 
p.m.,  e.d.t.,  August  7, 1975.  Such  a  request 
may  be  hand  delivered  to  Room  2214, 
2000  M  Street.  NW..  Washington,  D.C. 
between  the  hours  of  8  a.m.  and  4:30 
p.m.,  e.d.t.,  Monday  through  Friday.  The 
person  making  the  request  should  be  pre¬ 
pared  to  describe  the  interest  concerned; 
if  appropriate,  to  state  why  he  or  she 
is  a  proper  representative  of  a  group  or 
class  of  persons  that  has  such  an  inter¬ 
est;  and  to  give  a  concise  summary  of 
the  proE>osed  oral  presentation  and  a 
phone  number  where  he  or  she  may  be 
contacted  through  August  14,  1975.  Each 
person  selected  to  be  heard  will  be  so 
notified  by  the  FEA  before  4:30  p.m., 
e.d.t.,  August  11,  1975  and  must  submit 
100  copies  of  his  or  her  statement  to 
Executive  Communications,  FEA,  Room 
2214,  2000  M  Street.  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20461,  before  4:30  p.m.,  e.d.t.,  on 
August  13, 1975. 

The  FEA  reserves  the  right  to  select 
the  persons  to  be  heard  at  the  hearing, 
to  schedule  their  respective  presentations 
and  to  establish  the  procedures  governing 
the  conduct  of  the  hearing.  The  length 
of  each  presentation  may  be  limited, 
based  on  the  number  of  persons  request¬ 
ing  to  be  heard. 

An  FEA  official  will  be  designated  to 
preside  at  the  hearing.  It  will  not  be  a  ju¬ 
dicial  or  evidentiary-type  hearing.  Ques¬ 
tions  may  be  asked  only  by  those  con¬ 
ducting  the  hearing,  and  there  wdll  be  no 
cross-examination  of  persons  presenting 
statements.  At  the  conclusion  of  all  ini¬ 
tial  oral  statements,  each  person  who  has 
made  an  oral  statement  wdll  be  given 
the  opportunty,  if  he  or  she  so  desires, 
to  make  a  rebuttal  statement.  The  re¬ 
buttal  statements  will  be  given  in  the 
order  in  which  the  initial  statements 
were  made  and  will  be  subject  to  time 
limitations. 

Any  interested  person  may  submit 
questions,  to  be  asked  of  any  perscm 
making  a  statement  at  the  hearing,  to 
Executive  Communications,  FEIA,  be¬ 
fore  4:30  p.m.,  e.d.t.,  August  11,  1975. 
Any  person  who  wishes  to  ask  a  question 
at  the  hearing  may  submit  the  question, 
in  writmg,  to  the  presiding  officer.  The 
FEA  or  the  presiding  officer,  if  the  ques¬ 
tion  is  submitted  at  the  hearing,  wdll  de¬ 
termine  whether  the  question  is  rele¬ 
vant,  and  whether  the  time  limitations 
'  permit  it  to  be  presented  for  answer. 

Any  further  procedural  rules  needed 
for  the  proper  conduct  of  the  hearing 
will  be  annoimced  by  the  presiding 
officer. 


A  transcript  of  the  hearing  will  be 
made  and  the  entire  record  of  the  hear¬ 
ing,  including  the  transcript,  will  be 
retyped  by  the  FEA  and  made  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  at  the  Administra¬ 
tor’s  Reception  Area,  Room  3400,  Fed¬ 
eral  Building,  12th  and  Pennsylvania 
Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  be¬ 
tween  the  hours  of  8  a.m.  and  4:30  p.m.. 
Monday  through  Friday.  Any  person 
may  purchase  a  copy  of  the  transcript 
from  the  reporter. 

As  required  by  section  7(c)(2)  of  the 
Federal  Energy  Administration  Act  of 

1974,  Pub.  L.  93-275,  a  copy  of  this  no¬ 
tice  has  been  submitted  to  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  of  the  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  for  his  comments  concerning 
the  Impact  of  this  proposal  on  the  qual¬ 
ity  of  the  environment.  The  Adminis¬ 
trator  has  no  comments  to  offer  in  this 
regard. 

This  proposal  has  been  reviewed  in 
accordance  with  Executive  Order  11821, 
issued  November  27,  1974  and  has  been 
determined  not  to  require  evaluation  of 
its  inflationary  Impact. 

(Emergency  Petroleum  Allocation  Act  of 
1973,  Pub.  L.  93-159,  as  amended  by  Pub.  L. 
93-511;  Federal  Energy  Administration  Act 
of  1974,  Pub.  L.  93-275;  E.O.  11790,  39  PR 
23185) 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it  is 
proposed  to  amend  Parts  211  and  212, 
Chapter  II  of  Title  10,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  as  set  forth  below. 

Issued  In  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July  28, 

1975. 

Robert  E.  Montgomery,  Jr., 
General  Counsel, 
Federal  Energy  Administration. 

1.  Section  211.51  is  amended  by  revis¬ 
ing  the  definition  of  "crude  oil”  to  read 
as  foUows: 

§  211.51  General  dofinUions. 

•  •  *  •  • 

“Crude  oil”  means  a  mixture  of  liquid 
hydrocarbons  including  lease  condensate 
that  exists  in  natural  underground  reser¬ 
voirs  and  remains  liquid  at  atmospheric 
pressure  after  passing  through  surface 
separating  facilities  and  includes  the 
initial  liquid  hydrocarbons  produced 
from  tar  sands,  gilsonite  and  oil  shale. 
•  *  •  *  * 

2.  Section  211.65  is  amended  by  revis¬ 
ing  paragraphs  (d) ,  (e)  and  (f )  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  211.63  Molliod  of  iillocation. 

*  «  *  *  * 

(d)  Refiner-sellers'  sale  obligations. 
(1)  Sales  obligation  for  each  refiner- 
seller.  (i)  Effective  for  the  allocation 
quarter  commencing  September  1,  1975 
and  subsequent  allocation  quarters,  the 
FEA  shall  compute  a  primary  and  sec¬ 
ondary  sales  obligation  for  each  refiner- 
seller  as  provided  in  paragraphs  (d)  (2) 
and  (3)  of  this  section.  The  total  of  all 
primary  and  secondary  sales  obligations 
of  all  refiner-sellers  shall  be  equal  to  the 
total  allocation  obligation  for  the  par¬ 
ticular  allocation  quarter  as  computed 
in  paragraph  (c)  of  this  section. 
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(li)  Each  refiner-seller  shall  offer  for 
sale,  directly  or  through  exchange,  to 
refiner-buyers  during  an  allocation  quar¬ 
ter  a  quantity  of  crude  oil  equal  to  that 
refiner-seller’s  primary  sales  obligation 
plus  any  portion  of  that  refiner-seller’s 
secondary  sales  obligation  as  to  which 
the  FEA  directs  a  sale  pursuant  to  para¬ 
graph  (h)  of  this  section.  No  refiner- 
seller  shall  be  required  to  offer  foj  sale 
to  refiner-buyers,  whether  by  directed 
sale  or  otherwise,  any  portion  of  its  sec¬ 
ondary  sales  obligation  until  all  other 
refiner-sellers  have  sold  substantially  all 
of  the  volumes  represented  by  their  re¬ 
spective  primary  sales  obligations. 

(2)  Calculation  of  primary  sales  obli¬ 
gations.  (i)  The  primary  sales  obligation 
for  each  refiner-seller  shall  consist  of 
(A)  that  refiner-seller’s  unsold  sales  ob¬ 
ligation  from  the  immediately  preceding' 
allocation  quarter  as  calculated  under 
paragraph  (d)(2)(ii)  of  this  section 
plus  (B)  that  refiner-seller’s  fixed  per¬ 
centage  share  as  calculated  under  para¬ 
graph  (d)  (2)  (iii)  of  this  section  of  any 
additional  volume  of  crude  oil  which, 
when  added  to  the  total  of  the  unsold 
^e  obligations  of  all  refiner-sellers  from 
the  immediately  preceding  allocation 
quarter  renders  the  aggregate  primary 
sales  obligation  for  the  current  alloca¬ 
tion  quarter  equal  to  the  portion  of  the 
total  allocation  obligation  for  that  allo¬ 
cation  quarter  that  the  FEA  estimates 
will  be  purchased  by  refiner-buyers.  The 
FEA  shall  make  such  estimate  based  on 
the  portion  of  the  total  allocation  obliga¬ 
tion  actually  piurchased  by  refiner-buy¬ 
ers  in  the  Immediately  preceding  allo¬ 
cation  quarter  and  such  other  factors 
as  it  deems  appropriate. 

(il)  For  the  allocation  quarter  com¬ 
mencing  June  1,  1975,  the  unsold  sales 
obligation  for  each  refiner-seller  is  equal 
to  the  total  quantity  of  crude  oil  re¬ 
quired  to  be  offered  for  sale  in  that  allo¬ 
cation  quarter  by  that  refiner-seller  less 
the  total  quantity  of  crude  oil  actually 
sold  to  refiner-buyers  by  that  refiner- 
seller  in  that  allocation  quarter.  For  the 
allocation  quarter  commencing  Septem¬ 
ber  1, 1975  and  for  each  subsequent  allo¬ 
cation  quarter,  the  unsold  sales  obliga¬ 
tion  for  each  refiner-seller  shall  be  equal 
to  its  primary  sales  obligation  as  defined 
in  paragraph  (d)  (2)  (i)  of  this  section 
plus  any  portion  of  that  refiner-seller’s 
secondary  sales  obligation  as  to  which 
the  FEA  has  directed  a  sale  pursuant  to 
paragraph  (h)  of  this  section  less  the 
total  quantity  of  crude  oil  actually  sold 
to  refiner-buyers  by  that  refiner-seller 
in  that  allocation  quarter. 

(iii)  A  refiner-seller’s  fixed  percentage 
share  is  its  proportionate  share  of  the 
total  refining  capacity  of  all  refiner- 
sellers  as  reported  to  the  Bureau  of  Mines 
on  January  1,  1973,  as  certified  by  the 
FEIA.  New  refining  capacity,  or  future 
refining  capacity  shall  not  subject  a 
refiner-seller  to  any  Increase  in  its  fixed 
percentage  share. 

(3)  Calculation  of  secondary  sales  ob- 
ligation,  ’The  total  ot  all  secondary  sales 
obligations  of  aU  refiner-sellers  for  a 
particular  allocation  quarter  shall  be 


equal  to  the  total  allocation  obligation  for 
that  allocation  quarter  as  computed  in 
paragraph  (c)  of  this  section  less  the 
total  of  all  primary  sales  obligations  of  r.ll 
refiner-sellers  for  that  allocation  quarter 
as  computed  in  paragraph  (d)  (2)  of  this 
section.  ’The  secondary  sales  obligation  of 
each  refiner-seller  for  that  allocation 
quarter  shall  be  equal  to  its  fixed  per¬ 
centage  share  as  defined  in  paragraph 

(d)  (2)  (il)  of  the  total  of  all  secondary 
sales  obligations  of  all  refiner-sellers. 

(e)  Buy-sell  list.  Fifteen  days  prior  to 
each  allocation  quarter,  the  FEA  shall 
publish  a  notice  for  that  allocation  quar¬ 
ter  listing  the  quantity  of  crude  oil  each 
refiner-buyer  is  eligible  to  purchase,  the 
total  allocation  obligation  for  all  refiner- 
sellers,  the  fixed  percentage  share  for 
each  refiner-seller  and  the  quantity  of 
crude  oil  that  each  refiner-seller  will  he 
obligated  to  offer  for  sale  to  refiner-buy¬ 
ers,  speclfsdng  the  portions  thereof  that 
constitute  the  primary  and  secondary 
sales  obligations  for  each  refiner-seller. 
The  commencement  date  for  starting 
deliveries  under  sales  agreements  in  an 
allocation  quarter  shall  be  15  days  after 
publication  of  the  related  notice.  Any 
agreements  for  the  sale  or  purchase  of 
crude  oil  after  such  commencement  date 
shall  be  retroactive  to  the  starting  deliv¬ 
ery  date.  All  deliveries  must  be  completed 
or  arranged  for  before  the  end  of  the 
allocation  quarter. 

(f)  Sale/purchase  transaction  report. 
Within  fifteen  days  of  the  consumma¬ 
tion  thereof,  each  transaction  made  to 
comply  with  this  program  shall  be  re¬ 
ported  by  the  buyer  and  seller  to  the 
FEA.  This  report  shall  identify  the  sell¬ 
ing  and  purchasing  refiners  and  indicate 
the  volumes  of  crude  oil  sold  or  pur¬ 
chased. 

*  *  *  *  « 

3.  Section  212.94  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  212.94  Allocalrd  crude  oil  pricing. 

(a)  Scope.  ’This  section  applies  to  each 
sale  of  crude  oil  made  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  !  211.65  of  this  chapter. 

(b)  Rule.  Notwithstanding  the  general 
rules  described  in  this  subpart,  the  price 
at  which  crude  oil  shall  be  sold  when 
required  in  §  211.65  of  this  (diapter  dur¬ 
ing  each  month  shall  not  exceed  in  Dis¬ 
tricts  I-IV  the  weighted  average  price 
of  all  crude  oil  delivered  to  a  refiner- 
seller  in  that  month  for  those  Districts, 
and  shall  not  exceed  in  District  V  the 
weighted  average  price  of  all  crude  oil 
delivered  to  a  refiner-seller  in  that  month 
for  that  District,  plus,  in  all  Districts,  a 
handling  fee  of  30  cents  per  barrel,  and 
any  transportation,  gravity  and  supple¬ 
mental  Import  fee  adjustments  specified 
in  paragraph  (c)  of  this  section.  Each 
refiner-seller  making  such  a  sale  shall 
calciilate  its  price  under  this  section  and 
shall  maintain  records,  which  shall  be 
made  available  to  the  P^A  upon  request, 
listing  the  volumes  and  delivered  prices 
of  all  crude  oil  delivered'  to  its  refineries 
during  each  month.  The  handling  fee 
permitted  to  be  charged  by  this  para¬ 
graph  shall  not  be  taken  into  account 


for  the  purpose  of  computing  the  amount 
of  cost  recovery  in  sales  made  imder  the 
price  rule  of  this  section. 

(c)  Adjustments.  (1)  Transportation 
expense.  Actual  additional  transporta¬ 
tion  expenses  incurred  to  move  the  crude 
oil  to  the  refiner-buyer’s  refinery  shall 
be  paid  by  the  refiner-buyer.  Actvial 
transportation  expenses  saved  as  a  re¬ 
sult  of  moving  the  offered  crude  oil  di¬ 
rectly  to  the  refiner-buyer’s  refinery 
shall  be  deducted  from  the  selling  price, 
if  customarily  included  in  such  price. 
Transportation  expense  adjustments  in 
the  prices  charged  piu*suant  to  this  sec¬ 
tion  shall  not  be  taken  into  account  in 
computing  the  amount  of  cost  recovery 
in  sales  made  imder  the  price  rule  of 
this  section. 

(2)  Gravity  differential.  The  price  ad¬ 
justment  for  gravity  differential  of  crude 
oil  offered  for  sale  under  S  211.65  of  this 
chapter  in  Districts  I-IV  shall  be  the 
weighted  average  price  for  those  Dis¬ 
tricts  calculated  imder  paragraph  (b)  of 
this  section  plus  or  minus  2  cents  per 
barrel  per  ‘API  that  the  crude  oil  being 
offered  for  sale  under  §  211.65  of  this 
chapter  is  above  or  below  the  weighted 
average  ’API  of  estimated  runs  of  all 
crude  oil  for  the  forthcoming  calender 
quarter  for  the  refiner-seller  in  Districts 
I-IV,  and,  in  District  V,  shall  be  the 
weighted  average  price  for  that  District 
calculated  under  paragraph  (b)  of  this 
section  plus  or  minus  5  cents  per  barrel 
per  'API  that  the  crude  oil  being  offered 
for  sale  under  S  211.65  of  this  chapter  is 
above  or  below  the  weighted  average 
'API  of  estimated  runs  of  all  crude  oil 
for  the  forthcoming  calendar  quarter 
for  the  refiner-seller  in  District  V. 
Gravity  differential  adjustments  in  the 
price  charged  pursuant  to  this  section 
shall  be  taken  into  account  in  computing 
the  amount  of  cost  recovery  in  sales 
made  under  the  price  rule  of  this  section. 

(3)  Supplemental  import  fee  adjust¬ 
ment  for  sales  outside  U.S.  customs  ter¬ 
ritory.  Whenever  a  refiner-seller  sells 
foreign  crude  oil  imder  §  211.65  of  this 
chapter  wdiich  is  delivered  to  a  refiner- 
buyer  located  outside  U.S.  customs  ter¬ 
ritory,  the  weighted  average  price  of  all 
crude  oil  delivered  to  that  refiner-seller, 
which  Is  calculated  imder  paragraph  (b) 
of  this  section  for  purposes  of  determin¬ 
ing  the  lawful  selling  price  of  all  crude 
oil  sold  by  that  refiner-seller  under  this 
section,  shall  be  adjusted  by  including  in 
the  total  cost  of  all  crude  oil  delivered  to 
that  refiner-seller  in  that  month  the 
amount  of  the  supplemental  Import  fees 
(established  pursuant  to  Presidential 
Proclamation  No.  3279,  as  amended) 
that  would  have  been  payable  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  foreign  crude  oil  that  is  de¬ 
livered  under  |  211.65  of  this  chapter  to 
a  refiner-buyer  located  outside  U.S. 
customs  territory.  Ihe  weighted  average 
price  of  all  crude  oil  delivered  to  a  re¬ 
finer-seller  which  'is  calculated  under 
paragrai^  (b)  of  this  section,  and  ad¬ 
justed  as  set  forth  above,  shall  be  fur¬ 
ther  adjusted  for  purposes  oi  determin¬ 
ing  the  lawful  selling  price  of  foreign 
crude  oil  sold  by  that  refiner  under  this 
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section  to  refiner-buyers  located  outside 
U.S.  customs  territory  by  subtracting  the 
per  barrel  amoimt  of  the  supplemental 
in^rt  fee.  Hie  supplemental  import  fee 
adjustment  r^uired  to  be  made  pursu¬ 
ant  to  this  paragraph  whenever  sales  are 
made  to  refiner-buyers  outside  U.S.  cus¬ 
toms  territory  shall  be  taken  into  ac¬ 
count  in  computing  the  amount  of  cost 
recovery  in  sales  made  imder  the  price 
rule  of  this  section.  The  amount  of  the 
supplemental  import  fee  that  would  have 
been  payable  with  respect  to  the  volume 
of  foreign  crude  oil  delivered  to  a  refiner- 
buyer  located  outside  U.S.  customs  ter¬ 
ritory,  which  shall  be  used  to  adjust  the 
weighted  average  cost  of  crude  oil  de¬ 
livered  to  a  refiner-seller  imder  para¬ 
graphs  (b)  and  (c)  of  this  section,  does 
not  constitute  a  cost  to  the  refiner-seller 
for  purposes  of  computing  that  refiner- 
seller’s  cost  recovery. 

(d)  Calculations.  For  the  purpose  of 
calculating  the  weighted  average  price 
of  all  crude  oil  delivered  to  a  refiner- 
seller  during  each  month,  a  refiner-seller 
shall  use,  for  domestic  crude  oil,  the  de¬ 
livered  cost  of  all  domestic  crude  oil  at 
the  point  of  purchase,  plus  any  gathering 
or  trucking  allowance,  pipeline  tariffs, 
water  transportation  costs,  terminalling 
costs  and  exchange  differentials  paid  to 
deliver  such  crude  oil  to  the  refiner- 
seller’s  refineries;  and,  for  imported 
crude  oil,  the  landed  cost  (as  defined  in 
S  212.83)  plus  any  pipeline  tariffs,  water 
transportation  costs,  terminalling  costs, 
exchange  differentials,  insurance,  and 
taxes  paid  to  deliver  such  crude  oil  to  the 
refiner-seller’s  refineries. 

(FB  Doc.75-19872  Piled  7-28-75;  12 : 17  pm] 

FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[  18  CFR  Parts  2, 154, 157  ] 

(Docket  No.  BM75-141 
NATURAL  GAS 

National  Rates  for  Jurisdictional  Sales 
July  25.  1975. 

National  Rates  for  Jurisdictional  Sales 
of  Natural  Gas  Dedicated,  to  Interstate 
Commerce  on  or  After  January  1,  1973, 
for  the  Period  January  1, 1975  to  Decem¬ 
ber  31. 1976 

Take  notice  that  on  July  10,  1975,  a 
Notice  of  Further  Extension  of  Time  was 
Issued  in  the  above-designated  matter 
extending  the  time  for  comments  and 
reply  comments  of  all  parties  beyond  the 
time  originally  fixed  by  order  issued 
December  4,  1974  (39  FR  43093,  Decem¬ 
ber  10,  1974).  Notice  is  hereby  given  of 
a  further  extension  of  time  of  filing  staff 
comments  to  and  including  August  11, 
1975.  Staff  comments  will  at  that  time 
be  served  on  all  parties  by  Commission 
order  relating  to  Staff’s  rate  and  other 
rec<»nmendations.  All  parties  desiring  to 
do  so  may  submit  comments  on  the 
Staff’s  recommendation  on  or  before 
September  11, 1975.  Replies  to  the  initial 
comments  shall  also  be  due  on  Septem- 
bM*  11.  1975.  No  further  comments  wlU 


be  permitted  unless  authorized  by  sub¬ 
sequent  order  of  the  Ccunmlsslon. 

By  direction  of  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-19934  PUed  7-30-76;8:46  am] 

PANAMA  CANAL  COMPANY 

[35  CFR  Part  135] 

RULES  FOR  MEASUREMENT  OF  VESSELS 
Proposed  Rulemaking 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  2  C.Z. 
Code  §S  411  and  412,  76A  Stat.  27.  the 
Panama  Canal  Company  has  adopted 
proposed  changes  in  the  rules  for  meas¬ 
urement  of  vessels  for  the  Panama  Canal. 
’The  Company  is  required  by  S  411  of  Title 
2  of  the  Canal  Zone  Code  to  give  six 
months’  notice  of  proposed  changes  in 
the  rules  of  measurement  during  which 
period  a  public  hearing  is  required.  Pro¬ 
ceedings  on  the  proposed  changes  in  the 
rules  will  be  conducted  in  accordance 
with  the  Company’s  regulations  estab¬ 
lishing  procedures  for  rulemaking  when 
notice  and  hearing  are  required  by  the 
Canal  Zone  Code,  35  CFR  Part  70. 

Description  of  proposed  changes.  ’The 
proposed  changes  would  amend  Part  135 
of  Title  35  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Reg¬ 
ulations,  comprising  the  Rules  for  Meas¬ 
urement  of  Vessels  for  the  Panama 
Canal  as  follows: 

1.  Amend  §§  135.85  and  135.175  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  inclusion  in  gross  tonnage  of 
spaces  in  double  bottoms  used  for  car¬ 
rying  fuel. 

2.  Revoke  §  135.86  to  eliminate  the 
provision  for  deduction  of  one-half  of 
one  percent  of  the  gross  tonnage  of  a 
vessel,  exclusive  of  hatchways,  from  the 
aggregate  tonnage  of  hatchways  included 
in  gross  tonnage,  and  add  a  new  S  135.183 
to  provide  the  method  of  measurement 
of  hatchways. 

3.  Add  S  135.113  to  provide  for  the  in¬ 
clusion  in  net  tonnage  of  the  space  oc¬ 
cupied  by  deck  cargo. 

4.  Amend  §  135.281  to  eliminate  the 
maximum  limitation  on  Uie  space  de¬ 
ducted  from  gross  tonnage  for  boat¬ 
swain’s  stores  and  to  substitute  a  re¬ 
quirement  that  the  space  deducted  be 
reasonable  in  extmt. 

5.  Amend  §  135.282  to  eliminate  the 
maximum  limitation  on  the  spaces  used 
for  engineer’s  shops  deducted  from  gross 
tonnage  and  to  substitute  a  requirement 
that  the  space  deducted  be  reasonable  in 
extent. 

6.  Amend  §§  135.274  and  135.285  to 
eliminate  the  provision  for  deduction 
from  gross  tonnage  of  peak  tanks  when 
adapted  for  carrying  fresh  water. 

7.  Revoke  S  135.286  to  eliminate  the 
provision  for  deduction  from  gross  ton¬ 
nage  of  ^aces  appropriated  to  the  use 
of  passengers  as  public  rooms. 

8.  Amend  S§  135.327,  135.352-135.354, 
and  135.412,  revoke  §S  135.351,  135.381, 
and  135.383,  and  add  S§  135.390  and  135.- 
391  to  eliminate  the  provision  permitting 


deduction  for  propelling  power  to  be 
made  by  measuring  the  space  occupied  by 
engine  rooms  plus  a  percentage  thereof 
for  space  occupied  by  fuel  (Danube  rule) 
and  to  provide  for  measurement  of  fuel 
spaces,  and  to  restate  and  clarify  the 
last  four  sentences  of  §  135.352. 

9.  Amend  8§  135.82,  135.83,  135.142, 
135.211,  135.271,  135.273,  135.287,  135.322, 
and  135.324  to  conform  to  the  changes 
made  in  the  sections  referred  to  above. 

10.  Amend  §  135.511  to  consolidate  au¬ 
thority  and  responsibility  for  adminis¬ 
tration  of  the  Rules  of  Admeasurement 
in  the  President  of  the  Panama  C?anal 
Company. 

Public  hearing.  The  Panama  Canal 
Company  will  hold  public  hearings  in 
Washington,  D.C.  on  October  6,  1975,  at 
a  location  to  be  announced. 

The  hearing  win  commence  at  10  a.m. 
subject  to  recess  or  adjournment  from 
day  to  day  or  otherwise  at  the  discre¬ 
tion  of  the  hearing  panel. 

Written  comments.  In  accordance  with 
35  CFR  70.6,  interested  persons  are  in¬ 
vited  to  participate  in  this  proposed  rule- 
making  by  submitting  written  data, 
views,  or  arguments  in  triplicate  to  the 
Secretary,  Panama  Canal  Company, 
Suite  312,  Pennsylvania  Buildiiig,  425 
13th  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20004,  not  later  than  September  2,  1975. 

Appearance  by  counsel;  supplementary 
data.  Interested  parties  may  file  notice 
of  appearance  at  the  hearing  by  counsel 
or  other  qualified  representatives,  and 
notice  of  presentation  of  supplemen¬ 
tary  data  at  the  hearing,  in  accordance 
with  35  CFR  70.9  and  70.10,  with  the 
Secretary,  Panama  Canal  Company, 
Suite  312,  Pennsylvania  Building,  425- 
13th  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20004,  not  later  than  September  15,  1975. 

Action  on  proposed  rules.  All  data, 
views,  or  arguments  presented  in  writing 
or  orally  at  tiie  hearing  in  accordance 
with  35  CFR  Part  70  will  be  considered 
along  with  other  relevant  information 
before  the  changes  in  rules  are  submitted 
to  the  President  of  the  United  States  for 
approval.  ’The  proposed  changes  in  the 
rules  of  measurement  may  be  changed 
on  the  basis  of  information  received  from 
interested  parties  participating  in  the 
rulemaking  proceeding. 

Environmental  impact.  The  Company 
has  determined  that  the  proposed 
changes  in  measurement  rules  will  not 
constitute  a  major  action  significantly 
affecting  the  quality  of  the  human  envi¬ 
ronment  within  Uie  meaning  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969  and  regulations  issued  pursuant 
thereto. 

Effective  date  of  amendment.  Under 
8  411  of  ’Title  2  of  the  Canal  Zone  Code, 
the  proposed  changes  in  the  rules  will 
become  effective  on  approval  by  the  Pres¬ 
ident  but  not  earlier  than  six  months 
from  the  date  of  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Availability  of  report  recommending 
changes.  Copies  of  a  report  of  the  Pres¬ 
ident  of  the  Panama  Canal  Company 
recommending  the  proposed  changes  In 
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the  rules  of  measurement  of  vessels  for 
the  Panama  Canal  may  be  obtained  from 
the  Secretary,  Panama  Canal  C(nnpany, 
Suite  312,  Pennsylvania  Buildinfir,  A2b- 
13th  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20004,  or  from  the  Financial  Vice  Presi¬ 
dent,  Panama  Canal  Company,  Balboa 
Heights,  Canal  Zone. 

Text  of  proposed  rules.  The  Company’s 
proposal  is  that  35  CFR  Part  135  be 
amended  as  follows: 

§  135.82  [Amended] 

1.  In  S  135.82  the  references  to  §  135.86 
are  amended  to  read  S  135.85. 

§  135.83  [Amended] 

2.  In  the  last  line  of  S  135.83  the  ref¬ 
erence  to  S  135.86  is  amended  to  read 
S  135.85. 

3.  Section  135.85  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  135.85  Certain  sparen  between  inner 
and  outer  plating  of  double  bottom. 

Space  or  spaces  between  the  inner  and 
outer  plating  of  the  double  bottom  of  a 
vessel  shall  be  exempted  from  measure¬ 
ment,  except  when  used,  designated  or 
intended  for  carrsdng  cargo  or  fuel;  but 
the  tonnage  of  such  spaces  within  the 
double  bottom  as  are  or  may  be  used  for 
carrying  cargo  or  fuel  shall  be  deter¬ 
mined  and  included  in  the  gross  tonnage. 
Ihe  tonnage  of  double  bottom  tanks 
available  for  cargo  or  fuel  may  be 
obtained  by  multiplying  the  liquid-ca¬ 
pacity  weight  by  the  proper  conversion 
factor  to  get  tons  of  100  cubic  feet. 

§  135.86  [Revoked] 

4.  Section  135.86  is  revoked. 

5.  Following  §  135.112  a  new  §  135.113, 
preceded  by  the  undesignated  center 
heading  “Deck  Cargo,’’  is  added,  reading 
as  follows: 

§  135.113  Deck  cargo. 

If  any  ship  carries  stores,  timber, 
livestock,  containers,  or  other  cargo  in 
any  space  upon  an  open  deck  not  perma¬ 
nently  covered  or  in  spaces  exempted 
undMT  paragraphs  (a)  and  (b)  of  §  135.- 
82,  all  tolls  and  other  charges  payable 
on  the  vessel’s  net  tonnage  shall  be  pay¬ 
able  upon  the  vessel’s  net  tonnage  (as 
defined  below  in  SS  135.271-287  and 
§J  135.321-327)  increased  by  the  ton¬ 
nage  of  the  space  occupied  at  the  time 
at  which  the  or  other  charges  be¬ 
come  payable  by  the  goods  carried  upon 
deck  and  not  permanently  covered  or 
closed-in.  The  deck  space  occupied  by 
the  goods  thus  carried  shall  be  deter¬ 
mined  at  the  time  of  the  application  of 
the  vessel  for  passage  through  the  canal 
and  shall  be  deemed  to  be  the  space  lim¬ 
ited  by  the  area  occupied  by  the  goods 
and  by  straight  lines  enclosing  a  rectan¬ 
gular  space  sufficient  to  include  the 
goods.  The  tonnage  of  the  space  occu¬ 
pied  by  the  goods  shall  be  ascertained 
by  multiplying  together  the  length, 
breadth  and  depth  of  said  rectangular 
space  or  spaces  and  dividing  the  prod¬ 
uct  by  100  or  2.83,  according  as  the  meas¬ 
urements  are  taken  in  feet  or  meters. 
Nothing  in  this  section  shall  in  any 


manner  affect  the  provisions  of  Si  135.- 
41^:  135.61-63;  or  135.81-88. 

§  135.142  [Amended] 

6.  In  S  135.142  the  reference  to  $8  135.- 
171-135.182  is  amended  to  read  88  135.- 
171-135.183. 

§  135.175  [Amended] 

7.  In  8  135.175  the  last  sentence  is 
amended  by  adding  the  words  “or  fuel’’ 
between  the  words  “cargo”  and  “the 
tonnage.” 

8.  Following  8  135.182  a  new  S  135.183 
is  added,  reading  as  follows : 

§  135.183  Hatchways. 

'The  cubical  contents  of  hatchways 
shall  be  obtained  by  multiplying  the 
length  and  breadth  together  and  the 
product  by  the  mean  depth  taken  from 
the  top  of  beam  to  the  underside  of  the 
hatch  cover. 

§  135.211  [Amended] 

8.  In  8  135.211  the  reference  in  the 
fourth  line  to  8  135.182  is  amended  to 
read  8  135.183. 

§  135.271  [Amended] 

10.  In  8  135.271  the  reference  in  the 
second  line  to  8  135.286  is  amended  to 
read  8  135.285. 

§  135.273  [Amended] 

11.  In  8  135.273  the  reference  in  the 
last  line  to  §  135.286  is  amended  to  read 
§  135.285. 

12.  In  8  135.274,  paragraph  (c)  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  135.274  Spaces  for  stowage  of  stores 
or  cargo,  not  deducted. 

*  •  •  •  • 

(c)  On  supply  ships,  stores,  supplies 
of  all  kinds,  distilling  machinery  and 
distilled  water,  machines,  tools  and  ma- 
terisd  for  repair  work,  mines  and  mining 
materials,  torpedoes,  arms,  and  ammuni¬ 
tion. 

13.  Section  135.281  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  135.281  Spacc8  used  for  boatswain's 
stores,  deducted. 

Spaces  used  exclusively  for  boatswain’s 
stores,  including  paint  and  lamp  rooms, 
shall  be  deducted.  The  deduction  of 
spaces  under  this  section  shall  be  rea¬ 
sonable  in  extent. 

14.  Section  135.282  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  13.5.282  Spaces  used  for  engineer's 
shops,  deducted. 

Spaces  used  exclusively  for  engineer’s 
shops  shall  be  deducted.  ’The  deduction 
of  spaces  under  this  section  shall  be  rea¬ 
sonable  in  extent. 

15.  In  §  135.285  the  heading  of  the  sec¬ 
tion  and  paragraph  (a)  are  revised  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  135.285  Water  ballast  spaces,  de¬ 
ducted. 

(a)  Water  ballast  spaces,  other  than 
spaces  in  the  vessel’s  double  bottom,  shall 
be  deducted  if  they  are  adapted  and  used 
only  for  water  ballast,  have  for  entrance 


only  ordinary  circular  or  oval  manholes 
whose  greatest  diameto:  does  not  exceed 
SO  inches,  and  are  not  available  for  the 
carriage  of  cargo,  stores,  or  fueL  Spaces 
that  would  otherwise  qualify  as  water 
ballast  except  that  they  are  also  used 
for  fuel  for  the  vessel’s  own  use  shall  be 
regarded  as  part  of  the  vessel’s  fuel  space 
as  defined  to  8  135.390. 

•  •  «  •  t 

§  135.286  [Revoked] 

16.  Section  135.286  is  revoked. 

17.  Section  135.287  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  135.287  Marking  and  uise  of  deducted 
apaccA. 

Each  of  the  spaces  enumerated  to 
§§  135.275-135.285,  unless  otherwise  spe¬ 
cifically  stated,  shall  be  subject  to  such 
conditions  and  requirements  as  to  mark¬ 
ing  or  designation  and  use  or  purpose 
as  are  contained  in  the  navigation  or  reg¬ 
istry  laws  of  the  several  countries,  but 
no  space  shall  be  deducted  unless  the  use 
to  which  it  is  to  be  exclusively  devoted 
has  been  appropriately  designated  by  of¬ 
ficial  marking.  In  no  case,  however,  shall 
an  arbitrary  maximiun  limit  be  fixed  to 
the  aggregate  deduction  made  under 
§8  135.271-135.285. 

§  135.322  [Amended] 

18.  In  8  135.322  the  reference  to  8  135.- 
286  in  the  heading  and  in  the  second  line 
of  the  section  is  amended  to  read  8  135.- 
285. 

§  135.324  [Amended] 

19.  In  §  135.324  the  reference  to 
§8  135.381-135.383  is  amended  to  read 
88  135.352-135.354,  138.482. 

20.  Section  135.327  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  135.327  Propelling  power  deductioiiA, 
bow  made. 

The  deductions  made  for  propelling 
power  provided  for  to  88  135.323-135.325 
shall  be  made  by  adding  to  the  space 
occupied  by  the  engine  room  as  defined 
to  88  135.352-135.354  and  135.382,  the 
spaces  available  for  fuel  as  defined  in 
88  135.390  and  135.391. 

21.  The  undesignated  center  heading 
preceding  8  135.351  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

Space  Occupied  by  Engine  Room 
§  135.351  [Revoked] 

22.  Section  135.351  is  revoked. 

23.  In  8  135.352  the  last  four  sentences 
are  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  135.352  W’liat  understood  by  space 
occupied  by  engine  rooms. 

•  *  •  When  a  portion  of  the  space 
within  the  boundary  of  the  engine  or 
boiler  room  is  occupied  by  a  tank  or 
tanks  for  the  storage  of  fresh  water, 
lubricating  oil,  or  fuel,  including  settling 
tanks,  the  ^ace  considered  to  be  within 
the  engine  room  shall  be  reduced  by  the 
space  taken  up  by  such  tanks.  Installa¬ 
tions  not  strictly  required  for  the  work¬ 
ing  of  the  engines  or  boilers  are  not  to 
be  included  in  the  engine  room  measure- 
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ment  no  matter  where  situated  but  givm 
separate  deductions  ^en  they  qualLFy 
under  SS  135.271-135.285  and  are  listed 
imder  the  appropri''te  item  on  page  2  of 
the  Panama  Canal  Certificate. 

24.  In  §  135.353  the  last  sentence  Is 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  135.353  Blanner  of  ascertaining  cubi* 
cal  content  of  spaces  occupied  by  en> 
gine  room. 

*  *  *  Add  such  contents,  as  well  as 
those  of  the  space  occtipied  by  the  shaft 
trunk  and  by  any  donkey  engine  and 
boiler  located  within  the  boimdary  of  the 
engine  ixxxn  or  of  the  light  and  air  cas¬ 
ing  above  the  engine  room  and  used  in 
connection  with  the  main  machinery  for 
propelling  the  ship,  to  the  cubical  con¬ 
tents  of  the  space  below  the  crown  of  the 
engine  room;  divide  the  sum  by  100  or 
by  2.83,  according  as  the  measurements 
are  taken  in  feet  or  meters,  and  the  re¬ 
sult  shall  be  deemed  to  be  the  space 
occupied  by  the  engine  room  for  pur¬ 
poses  of  c^culating  the  deduction  for 
propelling  power. 

25.  Section  135.354  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  135.354  Manner  of  ascertaining  cubi¬ 
cal  content  of  spaces  occupied  by  en¬ 
gine  room;  where  mgines  and  boilers 
are  in  separate  compartments. 

If  in  any  ship  in  which  the  space  for 
propelling  power  is  to  be  measured  the 
engines  and  boilers  are  in  separate  com¬ 
partments,  the  contents  of  each  com¬ 
partment  shall  be  measured  s^iarately 
in  like  manner,  according  to  the  above 
method;  and  the  sum  of  the  tonnage  of 
the  spaces  included  in  the  several  c(xn- 
partments  shall  be  deemed  to  be  the 
space  occupied  by  the  engine  room  for 
purposes  of  calculating  the  deduction 
for  propelling  power. 

§  135.381  [Revoked] 

26.  Section  135.381  and  the  undesig¬ 
nated  center  heading  preceding  that  sec- 
tiem  reading  “Propelling  Power  Deduc¬ 
tion  Pc«  Vessels  With  Fixed  Bunkers, 
OR  Havinc  Fuel-Oil  Compartments 
That  Cannot  Be  Used  to  Stow  Cargo  or 
Stores”  are  revoked. 

§  135.383  [Revoked] 

27.  Section  135.383  is  revoked. 

28.  Two  new  sections  numbered 
§§  135.390  and  135.391,  preceded  by  an 
undesignated  center  heading  “Spaces 
Available  for  Carriage  of  Fuel”  are 
added,  reading  as  follows: 

Spaces  Available  for  Carriage  of  F*uel 

§  135.390  Spaces  available  for  the  car¬ 
riage  of  fuel. 

The  spaces  available  for  the  carriage 
of  fuel  will  include  the  actual  voliune  of 
tanks  or  fixed  compartments  for  the 
storage  of  lubricating  oil  or  fuel,  includ¬ 
ing  settling  tanks,  which  cannot  be  used 
to  stow  cargo  or  stores  and  which  have 
been  certified  by  official  marking  to  be 
spaces  for  the  vessel’s  own  fuel.  Dual 
purpose  fuel  tanks  whose  only  other  use 
is  for  the  carriage  of  water  ballast  will 
be  included  in  the  fuel  deduction  pro¬ 


vided  they  have  been  included  in  the 
gross  ttmnage  and  qualify  in  all  other 
respects  for  a  deductlcm. 

§  135.391  Manner  of  ascertaining  cubi¬ 
cal  contents  of  spaces  available  for 
the  carriage  of  fuel. 

The  cubical  contents  of  the  above- 
named  spaces  avallaUe  for  the  carriage 
of  fuel  shall  be  ascertained  in  accordance 
with  the  following  provisiems:  For  each 
fuel  tank  or  compartment,  measure  the 
mean  length.  Ascertain  the  area  of  three 
transverse  sections  of  the  ship  (as  set 
forth  in  §§  135.141  or  135.142-135.241  for 
the  calculation  of  the  gross  tonnage)  to 
the  deck  which  covers  the  tank  or  com¬ 
partment.  One  of  these  three  sections 
must  pass  through  the  middle  of  the 
aforesaid  length,  and  the  two  others 
through  the  two  extremeties.  Add  to  the 
sum  of  the  two  extreme  sections  four 
times  the  middle  one,  and  multiply  the 
sum  thus  obtained  by  the  third  of  the 
distance  between  the  two  section.  This 
product,  divided  by  100  if  the  measure¬ 
ments  are  taken  in  English  feet,  or  by 
2.83  if  they  are  taken  in  meters,  gives 
the  tonnage  of  the  spaced  measured. 
When  they  cannot  be  readily  measured, 
the  tonnage  of  tanks  may  also  be  ob¬ 
tained  by  using  liquid  capacity  times  the 
conversion  factor  with  one-sixth  off  for 
frames  in  case  of  peak  tanks  and  one- 
twelfth  off  in  case  of  wings  or  deep  tanks. 

§  135.412  [Amended] 

29.  In  §  135.412  the  words  and  figures 
in  the  second,  third,  and  fourth  lines 
“other  than  fuel  spaces  deducted  imder 
§§  135.351-135.354”  are  revoked. 

30.  Section  135.511  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§135.511  Administration  of  rules. 

The  rules  of  measurement  provided  in 
this  part  shall  be  administered  by  the 
President  of  the  Panama  Canal  Com¬ 
pany. 

Thomas  M.  Constant, 

Secretary,  Panama  Canal  Company. 

July  28,  1975. 

tFR  Doc.75-19885  Filed  7-30-75;8:45  am] 

SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 

[  13  CFR  Part  121  ] 

SMALL  BUSINESS  SIZE  STANDARDS 

Hearing  Re  Definition  of  Small  Business 
for  Purpose  of  Sales  of  Government  Timber 

Currently,  paragraph  121.3-9(b)  of 
the  Small  Business  Si^  Standards  Reg¬ 
ulation  (Part  121,  Chapter  1,  Title  13  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations)  pro¬ 
vides  ^at  a  concern  is  small  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  bidding  on  a  small  business  set- 
aside  sale  of  Government  timber  if  it 
meets  the  following  definition: 

(1)  In  connection  with  sale  of  Govern¬ 
ment-owned  timber,  a  small  business  is 
a  concern  that: 

(i)  Is  primarily  engaged  in  the  logging 
or  forest  products  Industry; 

(li)  Is  independently  owned  and  oper¬ 
ated; 

(ill)  Is  not  dominant  in  its  field  of 
operation;  and 


(iv)  Together  with  its  affiliates,  its 
number  of  employees  does  not  exceed 
500  persons. 

(2)  In  the  case  of  Government  sales 
of  timber  reserved  for  or  involving  pref¬ 
erential  treatment  of  small  businesses, 
when  the  Government  timber  being  pur¬ 
chased  is  to  be  resold,  a  concern  is  a 
small  business  when: 

(i)  It  is  a  small  business  within  the 
meaning  of  subparagraph  (1)  of  this 
paragraph,  and 

(ii)  It  agrees  that  it  will  not  sell  to  a 
concern  which  is  not  a  small  business, 
within  the  meaning  of  this  paragraph, 
more  than  30  percent  of  such  timber  or, 
in  the  case  of  timber  from  certain  geo¬ 
graphical  areas  set  forth  in  Schedule  E 
of  this  part,  more  than  the  percentage 
established  therein  for  such  area.  The 
term  “sell”  includes,  but  is  not  limited  to, 
the  exchange  of  sawlogs  for  sawlogs  on 
a  product-for-product  basis,  with  or 
without  monetary  adjustment,  and  an 
indirect  transfer  such  as  Uie  sale  of  the 
assets  of  (or  a  controlling  interest  in)  a 
concern  after  it  has  been  awarded  one 
or  more  set-aside  sales  of  timber.  Under 
the  latter  circumstances,  if,  after  being 
awarded  a  set-aside  sale  of  timber,  a 
small  business  concern  merges  with  or 
becomes  subject  to  the  control  of  a  large 
business,  so  much  of  such  timber  (or 
sawlogs  therefrom)  shall  be  sold  to  one 
or  more  small  businesses  as  is  necessary 
for  compliance  wiUi  the  30  percent  (50 
percent  in  Alaska)  restriction. 

(3)  In  the  case  of  Government  sales 
reserv’ed  for  or  Involving  preferential 
treatment  of  small  businesses,  when  the 
Government  timber  purchased  is  not  to 
be  resold  in  the  form  of  sawlogs  to  be 
manufactured  into  lumber  and  timbers, 
a  concern  is  a  small  business  when: 

(i)  It  meets  the  criteria  contained  in 
subparagraph  (1)  of  this  paragraph,  and 

(ii)  It  agrees  that  in  manufacturing 
lumber  or  timbers  from  such  sawlogs  cut 
from  the  Government  timber,  it  will  do 
so  only  with  its  own  facilities  or  those  of 
concerns  that  qualify  under  subpara¬ 
graph  (1)  of  this  paragraph  as  a  smtdl 
business.  This  provision  assumes  that  the 
successful  bidder  will  remain  a  small 
business  until  the  products  have  been 
manufactured.  Accordingly,  if,  after  ac¬ 
quiring  the  set-aside  sale  the  bidder 
is  purchased  by,  becomes  controlled  by, 
or  merged  with  a  large  business,  so  much 
of  such  timber  (or  sawlogs  therefrom) 
as  is  necessary  shall  be  sold  to  one  more 
small  businesses  for  compliance  with  the 
30  percent  (50  percent  in  Alaska)  re¬ 
striction.  Any  concern  which  self-certi- 
fies  as  a  small  business  concern  for  the 
purpose  of  award  under  a  small  business 
set-aside  sale  of  Government  timber  is 
expected  to  maintain  evidence  that  it  did 
so  in  good  faith.  Accordingly,  such  a  con¬ 
cern  will  have  to  maintain  for  a  period 
of  3  years  the  names,  address,  and  size 
status  of  each  concern  to  whom  the  tim¬ 
ber  or  sawlogs  were  sold  or  disposed,  and 
the  log  species,  grades,  and  volumes  in¬ 
volved.  Such  concern,  and  any  subse¬ 
quent  small  business  concern  that  ac¬ 
quires  the  sawlogs,  also  shall  require  its 
small  business  purchasers  to  maintain 
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similar  records  for  a  period  of  3  years. 
Further,  If  the  timber  purchased  is  not 
to  be  resold  In  the  form  of  sawlogs,  but 
is  to  be  manufactured  into  lumber  or 
timbers  by  a  concern  other  than  the  bid¬ 
der,  the  bidder  must  maintain  records  to 
show  the  name,  address,  and  size  status 
of  the  concern  manufacturing  the  saw- 
logs  into  lumber  or  timbers. 

QuesQons  have  been  raised  as  to 
whether  the  500-employee  limitation  in 
the  above  definition  is  appropriate.  Some 
interested  parties  have  claimed  that  it 
should  be  raised,  others  have  claimed 
that  it  should  be  lowered,  and  some  feel 
it  should  be  left  as  is. 

Under  all  of  the  circiunstances,  we 
have  decided  to  hold  two  public  hearings 
in  order  that  all  Interested  parties  not 
only  may  orally  present  their  position  for 
the  record,  but  also  hear  the  position  of 
others. 

Hie  first  hearing  will  be  held  in  the 
Bonneville  Power  Administration  Audi¬ 
torium,  1002  North  East  Holiday,  Port¬ 
land,  Oregon,  at  9  a.m.,  on  August  28, 


1975.  If  necessary,  the  hearing  will  con¬ 
tinue  at  the  same  location  on  August  29, 
1975.  The  second  hearing  will  be  held  at 
the  Federal  Court,  Room  226,  Old  Post 
OfiBce  Building,  56  Forsyth  Street,  NW„ 
Atlanta,  Georgia,  at  9  a.m.,  on  Septem¬ 
ber  4,  1975. 

It  is-  to  be  noted  that  the  Small  Busi¬ 
ness  Administration’s  Industry  hearings 
are  factfinding  in  nature  and  are  not 
adversary  proceedings.  Therefore,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  our  usual  procedures,  each 
interested  party  will  be  given  a  reason¬ 
able  time  for  an  oral  presentation.  (Since 
it  appears  that  a  large  number  of  per¬ 
sons  may  wish  to  make  statements,  it 
may  be  necessary  to  establish  a  time 
limitation  on  individual  presentations.) 
Cross-examination  of  witnesses  will  not 
be  permitted.  However,  questions  may  be 
submitted  to  the  Chairman  in  writing 
and,  if  he  determines  them  to  be  rele¬ 
vant,  he  will  direct  them  to  the  appro¬ 
priate  parties.  Members  of  the  panel  also 
may  ask  questions  from  time  to  time. 


A  stenographic  record  will  be  made  of 
the  proceedings  and  copies  thereof  may 
be  piurchased  by  making  arrangements 
with  the  contract  stenographer.  CTopies 
also  will  be  available  for  review  at  no 
charge  in  the  Small  Bxisiness  Adminis¬ 
tration  San  Francisco,  Seattle,  and  At¬ 
lanta  Regional  Offices,  and  also  in  the 
Portland  District  Office. 

In  order -that  appropriate  arrange¬ 
ments  can  be  made  for  both  hearings,  it 
is  requested  that  all  parties  who  will  at¬ 
tend  either  hearing  notify  Mr.  William 
L.  Pelllngton,  Director,  Size  Standards 
Division,  Small  Business  Administration, 
1441  “L"  Street,  NW,  Washington,  D.C. 
20416,  on  or  before  August  18,  1975. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Mo.  69.009,  Procurement  Assistance 
to  Small  Bxisiness.) 

Dated:  July  23, 1975. 

Thomas  S.  Klbppk, 
Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.76-19855  FUed  7-30-76:8:45  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Oepartmant  of  the  Army 

COMMAND  AND  GENERAL  STAFF 

COLLEGE  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 

Establishmefit,  Organization  and  Functions 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
Pub.  L.  92-463,  Federal  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  Act.  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
the  Command  and  General  Staff  College 
Advisory  C(»nmittee  has  been  found  to 
be  in  the  public  interest  in  connection 
with  the  performance  of  duties  imposed 
on  the  Department  of  Defense  by  law. 
The  OfBce  of  Management  and  Budget 
has  also  reviewed  the  justification  for 
this  advisory  committee  and  concurs  with 
its  establishment. 

The  nature  and  purpose  of  the  Com¬ 
mand  and  General  Staff  College  Advisory 
Committee  is  to'  advise  the  Commandant 
and  Faculty  of  the  Command  and  Gen¬ 
eral  Staff  College  on  ways  to  improve  the 
CGSC  educational  program,  especially  its 
Masters  Degree  program.  Ihe  Congress, 
in  its  passage  of  Pub.  L.  93-365,  author¬ 
ized  the  Command  and  General  Staff  Col¬ 
lege  to  award  the  degree.  Master  of  Mili¬ 
tary  Art  and  Science,  “Under  regulations 
prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army, 
and  with  the  approval  of  a  nationally 
recognized  civilian  accrediting  associa¬ 
tion  approved  by  the  Commissioner  of 
Education,  Department  of  Health.  Edu¬ 
cation  and  Welfare.”  One  of  the  prere¬ 
quisites  to  attaining  affiliate  or  member 
status  with  the  North  Central  Associa¬ 
tion  of  Colleges  and  Schools  is  to  estab¬ 
lish  a  governing  board  which  includes 
representation  refiecting  public  interest. 

There  are  no  existing  committees, 
l>anels,  or  staffs  within  the  DOD  that  will 
permit  the  Command  and  General  Staff 
College  to  comply  with  the  law.  This 
cmnmittee  is  in  the  public  interest  since 
it  i>ennits  compliance  with  Pub.  L.  93- 
365. 

The  committee  will  meet  at  least  once 
a  year,  at  the  request  of  the  Comman¬ 
dant,  UB.  Army  Command  and  General 
Staff  College,  at  a  time  convenient  to  the 
majority  of  members.  The  Comman¬ 
dant  may  request  that  the  committee 
meet  for  special  purposes,  as  necessary. 

To  attain  balanced  membership,  the 
committee  will  be  composed  of  nine 
members  selected  from  the  civilian  edu¬ 
cational  community.  Foiu’  m^bers  will 
be  from  the  North  Central  Association 
and  one  from  each  of  the  other  five  re¬ 
gional  accrediting  associations,  for  a  to¬ 
tal  membership  of  nine.  Monbcrs  will 
represent  both  State  and  private  insti¬ 
tutions,  r^resenting  a  variety  of  disci¬ 
plines  (education,  political  science,  math- 
onatics,  cmnmunications,  law  and  psy¬ 


chology).  Members  will  be  selected  on 
the  basis  of  their  qualifications  for  a  pe¬ 
riod  of  two  years  with  provision  for  a 
reappointment  of  one  year  should  the 
committee  be  rechartered  beyond  the  Ini¬ 
tial  life  span  of  two  years.  No  member 
will  serve  more  than  toree  years. 

The  Command  and  General  Staff  Col¬ 
lege  Advisory  Committee  will  terminate 
two  years  from  this  date  unless  rechart¬ 
ered  for  an  additional  period  prior  to  ter¬ 
mination. 

The  Command  and  General  Staff  Col¬ 
lege  will  operate  in  complete  accordance 
with  Pub.  L.  92-463,  the  “Federal  Advi¬ 
sory  Committee  Act.” 

Maurice  W.  Roche, 
Directorate  for  Correspond¬ 
ence  and  Directives,  OASD 
(Comptroller) . 

IFR  Doc.75-19867  FUed  7-30-75:8:46  amj 


DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Antitrust  Division 

UNITED  STATES  V.  ORANGE  COUNTY 
TRAVEL  AGENTS  ASS(X:iATION 

Written  Comments  Upon  Consent  Judg¬ 
ment  and  Department  of  Justice  Re¬ 
sponse  Thereto 

Pursuant  to  the  Antitrust  Procedures 
and  Penalties  Act,  15  U.S.C.  16,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  written  comments  on  the  pro¬ 
posed  judgment  filed  with  the  United 
States  District  Court  in  the  Central  Dis¬ 
trict  of  California  in  Civil  Action  No.  75- 
1513-WMB,  United  States  of  America  v. 
Orange  County  Travel  Agents  Associa¬ 
tion,  were  received  by  the  Department  of 
Justice  and  are  published  herewith, 
together  with  Justice’s  responses  to  the 
comments. 

Dated:  July  28, 1975. 

Thomas  E.  Kauper, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 

Antitrust  Division. 

Please  refer  to:  60-409-10 
Arthuk  W.  Gray,  Jr.,  Esq. 

Garden  &  Gray 

Center  Law  Building  *' 

914  W.  Lincoln  Avenue 

Anaheim,  California  92805 

Re:  United  States  v.  Orange  County  Travel 

Agents  Association  ClvU  No.  75-15 13- WMB 

JxTLT  2,  1975. 

Dear  Mr.  Gray: 

This  is  in  reference  to  your  letter  of 
June  30,  1975  commenting  upon  the  Com¬ 
petitive  Impact  Statement  filed  at  the  time 
the  proposed  decree  for  settling  the  above- 
styled  case  was  lodged  with  the  Court.  You 
state,  however,  that  “.  .  .  you  are  not  asking 
that  any  one  back  up  and  redraft  the  docu¬ 
ments.” 

Because  you  are  not  asking  a  change, 
there  appears  to  be  no  need  to  expand  the 


file  of  this  case  by  commenting  on  your 
comments. 

Your  letter  and  this  answer  will  be  called 
to  the  attention  of  the  Court  and  published 
In  the  Federal  Register. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Thomas  E.  KAxn>ES, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Antitrust  Division. 

By :  Raymond  P.  Hemackl, 

Assistant  Chief, 

Los  Angeles  Office. 

Raymond  P.  Hxrnacki, 

Assistant  Chief,  Los  Angeles  Field  Office, 

U.S.  Department  of  Justice,  Antltriist 

Division,  1444  United  States  Court  House, 

312  North  Spring  Street,  Los  Angeles, 

Calif.  90012 

Re:  United  States  vs.  Orange  County  Travel 

Agents  Association,  Your  No.  60-409-10 

June  30,  1975. 

Dear  Mr.  Hernacki: 

Your  records  will  show  that  this  office  has 
represented  and  continues  to  represent  the 
Orange  County  Travel  Agents  Association, 
defendants  in  the  above-captioned  matter. 

The  members  of  the  association  have  had 
circulated  the  Federal  Register  of  Wednes¬ 
day,  May  14,  1975,  In  which  the  proposed 
consent  Judgment  and  competitive  Impact 
statement  was  published.  They  have  asked 
that  I  send  this  letter,  with  the  following 
comments: 

The  statement:  “Over  eighty  percent  of 
the  Income  of  most  travel  agents  Is  derived 
from  these  commissions,”  contained  under 
paragraph  II,  entitled  “Description  of  In¬ 
dustry  and  Defendant  and  Nature  of  the 
Proceedings,”  Is  true,  but  false  In  Its  Im¬ 
plication.  Implied  In  the  statement  Is  that 
the  other  20  percent  of  the  Income  to  the 
travel  agents  comes  from  other  sources. 
The  truth  of  the  matter  Is  that  approxi¬ 
mately  99%  of  the  Income  of  travel  agents 
is  derived  from  “commissions  paid  by  the 
carrier  or  supplier."  In  other  words,  your 
statement  would  have  been  correct  had  It 
said  “over  10  percent  of  the  Income”  which 
would  also  have  carried  an  improper  Impli¬ 
cation.  It  has .  been  our  contention  right 
along  that  the  amount  Involved  in  the  fee 
schedule  objected  to  by  the  Department  of 
Justice  never  amounted  to  even  as  much  as 
1  percent  of  the  Income  of  the  travel  agents 
Involved. 

In  the  same  portion  of  the  consent  decree, 
the  following  sentence  appears: 

“Thereafter,"  the  Association  also  at¬ 
tempted  to  induce  other  travel  agents  in 
Orange  Coimty  to  adopt  the  fee  schedule.” 
(emphasis  added).  The  Association  never 
attempted  to  “induce”  anyone  to  do  any¬ 
thing.  It  was  a  voluntary  group  of  relatively 
small  agencies  working  together  to  police  and 
Improve  the  standards  of  the  Industry.  The 
word  “Induce”  carried  an  Implication  of  some 
kind  of  economic  "clout.”  This  kind  of  pres¬ 
sure  neither  existed  nor  was  used. 

Because  of  the  tremendous  amount  of  time 
and  money  which  has  been  spent  by  the 
United  States  Government  on  this  relatively 
Insignificant  case,  we  are  not  asking  that 
anyone  back  up  and  redraft  the  documents. 


FB»IAt  RBGISrEII,  YOl.  40,  ttO.  TOO— TMURSOAV,  JULY  3T,  I97S 


NOTICES 


32145 


We  did,  however,  want  these  comments  on 
record. 

Respectfully  submitted, 

Cardbn  &  Okat 
AxTHUB  &  Okat,  Jr. 

AWO:vmd 

cc :  Jonathan  C.  Gordon,  Attorney 

United  States  Department  of  Justice 
Antitrust  Division 
1444  United  States  Court  House 
312  North  Spring  Street 
Los  Angeles,  Callfomla  90013 

Gerald  Orotle 
World  Travel  Biu«au 
P.O.  Box  4230 
Anaheim,  California  92803 

Please  refer  to:  60-40^10 

Donald  R.  Hakt,  Jb., 

Holiday  Travel  Bureau,  Inc., 

272  Main  Street, 

New  Britain,  Conn.  06051 

Be:  United  States  v.  Orange  County  Travel 

Ag^ents  Association,  Civil  No.  76-1613-WMB 

(CX>.  Calif.) 

June  18,  1975. 

Dear  Mr.  Hart: 

This  Is  to  acknowledge  receipt  of  your 
letter  of  June  4,  1975  addressed  to  the  Los 
Angeles  Field  Office  of  the  Antitrust  Division, 
and  commenting  on  the  proposed  judgment 
settling  the  above  case. 

It  Is  noted  that  you  artate  numerous  serv¬ 
ices  are  performed  by  travel  agents  for  their 
clients  for  which  no  commission  Is  paid,  and 
express  the  opinion  that  travel  agents  should 
be  permitted  to  agree  upon  uniform  charges 
for  these  services. 

During  the  course  of  our  investigation 
which  resulted  In  the  present  case,  this  same 
position  was  urged  on  us  .and  rejected,  be¬ 
cause  imder  the  antitriist  laws  agreements 
among  competitors  to  establish  uniform 
charges  for  services,  such  as  travel  agents 
perform,  are  considered  to  be  an  Illegal  re¬ 
straint  upon  trade. 

Tour  letter  will  be  called  to  the  attention 
of  the  Court  along  with  this  reply. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Thomas  E.  Kaupis, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Antitrust  Division. 

By:  Raymond  P.  Hernacki 
Assistant  Chief, 

Los  Anpeles  Office. 

Mr.  Raymond  P.  Hernacki, 

Assistant  Chief,  Antitrust  Division,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Justice,  1444  U.S.  Court  House,  213 

North  Spring  Street,  Los  Angeles,  Calif. 

90012. 

Re:  Proposed  judgment  re  Orange  County 

Travel  Agents  Assn. — Service  Charges 

June  4,  1975. 

Dear  Mr.  Hernacki: 

Reference  Is  made  to  Page  2  of  THE 
TRAVEL  AGENT  of  Jime  2,  1975  In  which  it 
Is  stated  that  comments  are  Invited  from 
travel  agents  with  reference  as  to  whether  or 
not  an  association  may  fix  agreed-upon  serv¬ 
ice  charges,  or  whether  such  Is  to  be  consid¬ 
ered  "in  restraint  of  trade.”  I  am  happy  that 
agents  are  given  a  chance  to  comment. 

Not  more  than  three  or  four  years  ago  I 
tried  to  get  the  Hartford  area  ASTA  agents, 
and  prior  to  that  the  Connecticut  Chapter  of 
ASTA,  to  agree  on  a  series  of  imiform  service 
charges,  as  It  seemed  at  that  time,  and  seems 
equally  so  today,  that  only  by  establishing 
uniform  rules  can  agents  have  enough  clout 
to  plug  up  the  expensive  loopholes  In  this 
business,  where  untold  amounts  of  money 
are  lost  each  year  through  such  things  as 
cancellations,  time  spent  on  bookings  with¬ 
out  compensation,  and  so  on.  I  cannot  per¬ 


sonally  see  how  It  can  be  considered  In  re¬ 
straint  of  trade  tor  agents  to  have  uniform 
service  chargee  which  they  may  impose.  Such 
charges  may,  and  probably  should,  be  ex¬ 
cluded,  of  course,  from  areas  where  commis¬ 
sions  are  paid,  such  as  air,  sea,  rail,  and 
package  bookings,  to  mention  only  a  few. 

But  there  are  various  areas  where  service 
chargee  must  and  should  be  agreed  upon  by 
all  concerned,  and  Imposed:  changes  In  air 
and  other  routings,  once  made;  cancellations 
of  any  sort;  booking  hotels  which  do  not  pay 
commissions;  making  land  arrangements  for 
persons  participating  In  affinity  charters; 
txxHclng  any  transportation  where  a  commis¬ 
sion  may  not  be  payable;  and  so  forth. 

The  travel  agent  is  not  In  business  to  lose 
money,  but  It  often  appears  so:  being  al¬ 
lowed  to  make  service  charges  in  agreement 
with  his  colleagues  would  not  be  a  way  of 
making  money  In  any  positive  sense,  of 
course,  but  would  be  a  way  of  stopping  the 
drain  on  resources  and  time,  and  I  feel,  is 
completely  justified.  1  hope  this  judgment 
will  be  vacated. 

Tours  very  sincerely, 

Donald  R.  Hart  Jr.,  CTC. 
Please  refer  to:  60-400-10 

Mr.  Ronald  A.  Santana, 

Executive  Vice  President, 

Association  of  Retail  Travel  Agents, 

8  Miq>le  Street, 

Croton-on-Hudson,  N.T.  10020 

Be:  Orange  County  TVavel  Agents  Associa¬ 
tion,  Civil  75-1613-WMB 

June  10,  1975. 

Dear  Mr.  Santana: 

Pursuant  to  your  written  request  of  June 
8,  1975,  there  Is  enclosed  a  copy  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  Pinal  Judgment,  Competitive  Impact 
Statement  and  Complaint  In  the  above  case. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Thomas  E.  Kauper, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Antitrust  Division. 

By:  Jonathan  C.  Gordon, 

Attorney,  Los  Angeles  Office. 

June  3,  1975. 

Mr.  Raymond  P.  Hernacki,  Esq., 

Antitrust  Division,  Department  of  Justice, 

1444  UH.  Court  House,  218  North  :^ring 

Street,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.  90012 

Dear  Mr.  Hernacki: 

We  understand,  from  an  article  in  the 
Travel  Agent  Magazine,  that  you  have  In¬ 
vited  comments  relative  to  the  proposed 
judgement  agreed  upon  by  the  Depcuiiment 
of  Justice  and  the  Orange  Coimty  Travel 
Agents  Association. 

Kindly  forward  to  this  (^ce  a  copy  of  all 
pertinent  Information,  so  that  we  may  Intel¬ 
ligently  review  same  and  consider  filing 
comments. 

Thank  you  for  your  cooperatiim. 

Sincerely, 

Ronald  A.  Santana, 
Executive  Vice  President. 

[FR  Doc.75-19877  PUed  7-30-75;8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs 
OTTAWA  TRIBE  OF  OKLAHOMA 

Plan  for  the  Use  and  Distribution  of 
Ottawa  Judgment  Funds 

JULT  17, 1975. 

This  notice  is  published  in  exercise  of 
authority  delegated  by  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  to  the  Commissioner  of  In¬ 
dian  Affairs  by  230  DM  2. 


The  Act  of  October  19,  1973  (Pub.  L. 
93-134,  87  8tat.  466),  requires  that  a 
plan  be  prepared  and  submitted  to  Con¬ 
gress  for  the  use  or  distribution  of  funds 
appropriated  to  pay  a  Judgment  of  the 
Indian  Claims  Commission  or  Court  of 
Claims  to  any  Indian  tribe.  Funds  were 
appropriated  by  the  Act  of  January  3, 

1974,  87  StaL  1071,  in  satisfaction  of  an 
award  granted  to  the  Ottawa  Tribe  of 
Oklahoma  in  Indian  Claims  Commission 
Dockets  304  and  305.  The  plan  for  the 
use  and  distribution  of  the  funds  was 
submitted  to  the  Congress  with  a  letter 
dated  March  26,  1975,  and  was  received 
(as  recorded  in  the  Congressional  Rec¬ 
ord)  by  the  House  of  Representatives  on 
April  7,  1975,  and  by  the  Senate  on 
April  8,  1975.  Neither  House  of  Congress 
having  adopted  a  resolution  disapproving 
it,  the  plan  became  effective  on  June  17. 

1975,  as  provided  by  section  5  of  the  1973 
Act,  supra. 

Tlie  Plan  reads  as  follows: 

The  funds  appropriated  by  the  Act  of 
January  3, 1974  (87  Stat  1071),  in  satis¬ 
faction  of  awards  made  to  the  Ottawa 
Tribe  of  Oklahoma  in  Dockets  304  and 
305,  before  the  Indian  Claims  Commis¬ 
sion,  including  all  interest  accrued,  lees 
attorney  fees  and  litigation  expenses, 
shall  be  used  and  distributed  as  herein 
provided: 

The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  shall 
make  a  per  capita  distribution  of  the 
Judgment  fund  principal  and  its  accrued 
interest,  in  shares  as  equal  as  possible, 
to  persons  whose  names  appear  on  the 
roll  of  the  Ottawa  Tribe  of  Oklahoma, 
prepared  pursuant  to  the  Act  of  August  3, 
1956  (70  Stat.  963). 

The  per  capita  share  of  a  living  com¬ 
petent  adult  shall  be  paid  directly  to 
him.  The  share  of  a  deceased  Ottawa 
final  enrollee  shall  be  payable  to  his  heirs 
or  legatees  upon  proof  of  death  and  in¬ 
heritance  satisfactory  to  the  Secretary, 
whose  findings  upon  such  proof  shall  be 
final  and  conclusive.  The  per  capita  share 
of  a  legal  incompetent,  whether  a  living 
Ottawa  final  enrollee  or  an  heir  or  lega¬ 
tee  of  a  deceased  final  enrollee,  shall 
be  paid  to  the  incompetent’s  legal  rep¬ 
resentative  for  the  incompetent’s  use. 
The  share  of  a  minor  shaU  be  paid  to 
his  parents  or  other  guardian  for  the 
minor’s  support,  education,  health,  or 
welfare,  or  directly  to  the  minor,  upon 
such  conditions  as  the  Secretary  or  his 
authorized  representative  may  prescribe. 

Any  per  capita  shares  unclaimed  for  a 
period  of  two  years  from  the  date  of  the 
administrative  directive  to  make  the 
payment  herein  provided  for  shall  be 
made  available  to  the  Ottawa  Indian 
Tribe  of  Oklahoma,  incorporated  imder 
the  laws  of  the  State  of  Oklahoma,  and 
shall  be  used  for  purposer  set  forth  in  its 
articles  of  incorporation,  filed  July  14, 
1959. 

Claims  by  living  Ottawa  final  enrollees 
for  their  per  capita  shares  and  proofs  of 
death  and  inheritance  with  respect  to 
deceased  Ottawa  finjil  enrollees  or  en- 
roUees  shall  be  filed  with  the  Muskogee 
Area  Office,  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs, 
Muskogee,  Oklahoma,  in  the  manner  and 
within  the  time  limits  to  be  prescribed 
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for  those  purposes  in  regulations  to  be 
Issued  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interlcu- 
and  published  in  the  FBDcaAL  Rbgistbk." 

Moaitis  Thompsoit. 
Commissioner  of  Indian  Affairs. 
[FR  Doc.75-l»e44  Filed  7-30-75;8:45  am] 


RECORDS  FOR  MENOMINEE  TRUST  AND/ 
OR  RESTRICTED  INDIAN  LANDS 

Designation  of  Office  of  Record 

July  16, 1975. 

This  notice  is  published  in  accordance 
with  25  CFR  120  and  in  exercise  of  au¬ 
thority  delegated  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  to  the  Commissioner  of  Indian 
Affairs  by  Chapter  1.  Part  230  of  the 
Departmental  Manual  which  was  pub¬ 
lished  beginning  on  page  32111  of  the 
September  5,  1974,  F^ckal  Register  (39 
FR  32111). 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  effective 
upon  July  31.  1975,  the  Aberdeen  Title 
Plant,  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs,  115  4th 
Avenue,  SE.,  Aberdeen,  South  Dakota 
57401,  is  the  Office  of  Rword  for  the  re¬ 
cording  and  maintenance  of  the  title 
documents  for  all  restricted  and/or  trust 
lands  of  the  Menominee  Tribe  of  Wiscon¬ 
sin  within  and  adjacent  to  the  reserva¬ 
tion. 

Morris  Thompson. 

Commissioner  of  Indian  Affairs. 

(FR  DOC.75-1984S  Filed  T-80-76;8:4S  am] 


Bureau  of  Land  Management 
[MM  36138.  36148] 

New  Mexico 
Applications 

July  23,  1975. 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  Section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act 
of  1920  (30  UjS.C.  185),  as  amended 
by  the  Act  of  Novonber  16,  1973  (87 
Stat.  576),  Tlranswestem  Pipeline  Com¬ 
pany  has  applied  for  one  6  Inch  and  one 
4  Inch  natural  gas  pipeline  rlghts-of-way 
across  the  following  lands: 

New  Mexico  Princzpai.  Meridian. 

New  Mexico 

T.  17  S..  R.  39  E.. 

Sec.  18.MWK8EVi; 

Sec.  39,  N^NB]4.SB]4NE^  and  MB>4SEV4. 

These  pipelines  will  convey  natural  gas 
across  .88  mile  of  national  resource 
lands  in  Eddy  County,  New  Mexico. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  Is  to  inform 
the  public  that  the  Bureau  will  be  pro¬ 
ceeding  with  consideration  of  whether 
the  api^ications  should  be  approved,  and 
If  so,  imder  what  terms  and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  express 
their  views  should  promptly  send  their 
name  and  address  to  the  District  Mana¬ 
ger,  Bureau  of  Land  Management.  P.O. 
Box  1397,  Roswell.  NM  88201. 

Faso  E.  Paoiixa. 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands  and 
Minerals  Operations. 

(FR  Doc.76-19901  PUed  7-30-75:8:45  am] 


(NM  35947] 

NEW  MEXICO 
AppHeatiofi 

July  23,  1975. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  Section  28  of  the  Mineral  Le^ng  Act 
o'f  1920  (30  UJS.C.  185),  as  amended 
the  Act  of  November  16,  1973  (87  Stat. 
576) .  Southern  Union  Oas  Company  has 
applied  for  one  4  inch  natural  gas  pipe¬ 
line  right-of-W'ay  across  the  fcdlowtng 
land: 

New  Mexico  Peincipae  Meridian, 

New  Mexico 

T.  31  N.,  R.  9  W., 

Sec.  14,  Lota  3,  6  and  7. 

This  pip^ine  w'ill  convey  natural  gas 
across  .379  miles  of  national  resource 
lands  in  San  Juan  County,  New  Mexico. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  inform 
the  public  that  the  Bureau  will  be  pro¬ 
ceeding  with  consideration  of  whether 
the  application  should  be  approved,  and 
if  so,  under  what  terms  and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  express 
their  views  ^ould  promptly  send  their 
name  and  address  to  the  District  Mana¬ 
ger,  Bureau  of  Land  Management.  3550 
Pan  American  Freew'ay,  NE,  Albuquer¬ 
que.  NM  87107. 

Fred  E.  Padilla, 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands  and 
Minerals  Operations. 

(FR  Doc.75-19902  Piled  7-30-75:8:45  am] 


I  NM  26134,  26135,  26145] 

NEW  MEXICO 
Applications 

July  23,  1975. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  Section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act 
of  1920  (30  UJS.C.  185),  as  amended  by 
the  Act  of  November  16.  1973  (87  Stat 
576) ,  Southern  Union  Oas  Company  has 
applied  for  four  4  inch  natural  gas  pipe¬ 
line  rights-of-way  across  the  following 
lands: 

New  Mexico  Principal  Meridian,  New 
Mexico 

T.  21  S..  R.  26  E.. 

Sec.  2.  Lots  4,  5,  12  and  13: 

Sec.  3,  Lots  9. 10  and  11. 

T.  31  S.,  R.  37  E.. 

Sec.  3,  Lot  13. 

T.  17  S..  R.  29  E., 

Sec.  29,  NEi4SE>/4. 

These  pipelines  will  convey  natural  gas 
across  1.619  miles  of  national  resource 
lands  in  Eddy  County,  New  Mexico. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  Inform 
the  public  that  the  Bureau  will  be  pro¬ 
ceeding  with  consideration  of  whether 
the  applications  should  be  approved,  and 
if  so,  under  what  terms  and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  express 
their  views  ^ould  promptly  send  their 
name  and  address  to  the  District  Man¬ 
ager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  P.O. 
Box  13971  RosweU,  NM  88201. 

Fred  E.  Padilla. 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands  and 
Minerals  Operations. 

[FR  Doc.75-19903  Filed  7-30-75:8:45  am] 


[NM  36147,  26150,  36151] 

NEW  MEXICO 
Applications 

July  25,  1975. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  Section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act 
of  1920  (30  U.S.C.  185),  as  amended  by 
the  Act  of  November  16,  1973  (87  Stat. 
576),  Southern  Union  Oas  Ccunpany  has 
applied  for  one  20  inch,  one  2  inch  and 
one  4  inch  natural  gas  pipeline  rights-of- 
way  across  the  following  lands: 

New  Mexico  Principal  Meridian, 

New  Mexico  ^ 

T.  26  N.,  R.  6  W.. 

Sec.  1.  W^^SE^^•. 

Sec.21,NE^NEV4. 

T.  23  N.,  R.  9  W.. 

Sec.  3.  N>^SWV4.  SE^SW«4  and  SW«43E‘4: 

Sec.  10,  NW^NE>4. 

T.  24  N.,  R.  9W., 

Sec.  6,  Lot  2,  S5,4NE«,4,  NViSEV4  and  SEV4 
SE>/4; 

Sec.  7,  E«4NEV4  and  NEV4SEV4: 

Sec.  17,  W»^NW«A,  N^SWVi  and  8E^^ 
SW'4: 

Sec.  20,  E«4NWV4,  NE>4SW]4  and  WV& 
sEm 

Sec.  29,  W^NE^,  SE]4NSV4  and  BV48B]4; 

Sec.  32,  NEV4NE'4; 

Sec.  33,  W]4NWV4,  N>4SW%.  SEV43WV4 
and  SW^SE^. 

T.  25  N..  R.  9  W.. 

Sec.  31,SW^SEi4. 

These  pipelines  will  convey  natural  gas 
across  7.402  miles  of  national  resource 
lands  in  Rio  Arriba  and  San  Juan  Ck>un- 
tles.  New  Mexico. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  inform 
the  public  that  the  Bureau  will  be  pro¬ 
ceeding  with  consideration  of  whether 
the  applications  should  be  approved,  and 
If  so.  under  what  terms  and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  express 
their  views  should  promptly  send  their 
name  and  address  to  the  District  Man¬ 
ager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  3550 
Pan  American  Freeway,  NE,  Albuquerque, 
NM  87107. 

Fred  E.  Padilla, 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands  and 

Minerals  Operations. 

[FR  Doc.75-19904  Piled  7-30-75:8:46  am] 


(NM  38162] 

NEW  MEXICO 
Application 

July  25,  1975. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant  to 
Section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act  of 
1920  (30  U.S.C.  185),  as  amended  by  the 
Act  of  November  16,  1973  (87  Stat.  576) , 
Phillips  Petroleum  Company  has  applied 
for  one  3V^  inch  natural  gas  pipeline 
right-of-way  across  the  following  lands: 

New  Mexico  Principal  Meridian,  New 
Mexico 

T.  16  s..  R.  31  E.. 

Sec.30,E^NE>4  andN)4SEV4; 
Sec.21,NW%NWV4. 

This  pipeline  will  convey  natural  gas 
across  .717  miles  of  national  resource 
lands  in  Eddy  County,  New  Mexico. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  inform 
the  public  that  the  Bureau  will  be  pro¬ 
ceeding  with  considerations  of  whether 
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the  application  should  be  approred.  and 
if  so,  under  what  terms  and  conditlona. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  express 
their  views  should  promptly  send  their 
name  and  address  to  the  District 
Manager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
P.O.  Box  1397,  Roswell  NM  88201. 

Frkd  E.  Padilla, 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands  and 
Minerals  Operations. 

[FR  DOC.75-1&905  FUod  7-30-7fi;8:45  am] 


[Wyoming  51719] 

WYOMING 

Application 

July  24,  1975. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant  to 
Section  28  of  the  Mineral  Lestsing  Act  of 
1920,  as  amended  (30  U.S.C.  185),  Colo¬ 
rado  Interstate  Corporation  has  applied 
for  a  natural  gas  pipeline  right-of-way 
across  the  following  lands: 

Sixth  Principal  Mxrioian,  Wyoming 

T.  18  N..  B.  98  W, 

Sec.  2,  lot  6. 

The  pipeline  will  convey  natural  gas 
from  the  Texaco,  Inc.  Table  Rock  Unit 
No.  19  weU  in  sec.  35.  T.  19  N.,  R.  98  W., 
to  the  applicant's  existing  pipeline  in  sec. 
1,  T.  18  N.,  R.  98  W.,  6th  Principal  Merid¬ 
ian,  Wyoming. 

ITie  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  inform 
the  public  that  the  Bureau  will  be  pro¬ 
ceeding  with  consideration  of  whether 
the  application  should  be  approved  and, 
if  so,  under  what  terms  and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  express 
their  views  should  send  their  name  and 
tuldress  to  the  District  Manager,  Bureau 
of  Land  Management.  P.O.  Box  1869, 
Rock  Springs,  Wyoming  82901. 

Philip  C.  Hamilton, 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands  and 
Minerals  Operations. 

[PR  Doc.75-19906  Filed  7-30-75:8:45  am] 


UTAH 

Modification  of  Administrative  District  Of¬ 
fice  Boundaries,  Jurisdictions,  and  Graz¬ 
ing  Districts 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  in 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  as  dele¬ 
gated  to  the  Director,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  by  235  DM  1.1,  and  as  re¬ 
delegated  to  State  Directors,  the  follow¬ 
ing  modifications  of  administrative  stnd 
grazing  district  boundaries  and  Jurisdic¬ 
tions  in  Utah  are  annoimced.  These 
changes  become  effective  August  1,  1975. 
This  order  is  applicable  to  all  Federal 
lands  in  Utah  not  withdrawn  for  and  ad¬ 
ministered  by  other  Federal  agencies. 
Also  included  in  the  areas  under  Bureau 
of  Land  Management  Jurisdiction  are 
those  lands  and  resources  withdrawn  by 
other  Federal  agencies,  but  which  by 
law  or  interagency  agreement  are  ad¬ 
ministered  by  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management. 

The  existing  districts  are  hereby  re¬ 
aligned  to  form  five  districts  with  offices 
and  boimdarles  as  follows: 


1.  The  administrative  boundaries  of 
the  existing  Salt  Lake  District,  with 
headquarters  located  in  Salt  Lake  City, 
are  modified  to  encompass  the  total  areas 
of  Box  Elder,  Cache,  Rich,  Weber,  Mor¬ 
gan,  Wasatch,  Summit,  Tooele,  Salt 
Lake,  and  Utah  Counties.  The  district  is 
comprised  of  the  Bonneville  and  Wasatch 
Resoui’ce  Areas  with  their  headquarters 
in  Salt  Lake  City. 

Grazing  Districts  Number  1  and  2  are 
hereby  modified  and  consolidated  into 
one  grazing  district,  comprised  of  the 
counties  identified  above  in  the  preced¬ 
ing  paragraph,  and  designated  as  the 
Salt  Lake  Grazing  District. 

2.  The  administrative  boundaries  of 
the  existing  Vernal  District,  with  head¬ 
quarters  located  in  Vernal,  are  modified 
to  encompass  the  total  areas  of  Daggett, 
Duchesne,  and  Uintah  Counties.  This  dis¬ 
trict  is  comprised  of  the  Diamond  Moun¬ 
tain  and  Bookclifls  Resource  Areas  with 
their  headquarters  in  Vernal. 

Grazing  District  Number  8  is  modified 
to  encompass  the  counties  identified  in 
the  preceding  paragraph  and  is  desig¬ 
nated  as  the  Vernal  Grazing  District. 

3.  The  existing  Fillmore  and  Richfield 
Districts  are  consolidated,  modified,  and 
designated  as  the  Richfield  District,  with 
headquarters  located  in  Richfield.  The 
district  administrative  boundaries  en¬ 
compass  Juab,  San  Pete,  Millard,  Sevier, 
Piute,  and  Wayne  Counties  and  that  por¬ 
tion  of  Garfield  Coimty  east  of  the  Capi¬ 
tol  Reef  National  Park  boundary.  The 
district  is  comprised  of  the  House  Range 
and  Warm  Springs  Resource  Areas  head¬ 
quartered  in  Fillmore,  the  Sevier  River 
Resource  Area  headquartered  in  Rich¬ 
field.  and  the  Henry  Mountain  Resource 
Area  headquartered  in  Hanksville. 

Grazing  Districts  Number  3,  5.  and  10 
are  modified  and  consolidated  into  one 
grazing  district  comprised  of  the  counties 
identified  above  in  the  preceding  para¬ 
graph,  and  designated  as  the  Richfield 
Grazing  District. 

4.  The  existing  Price  and  Monticello 
Districts  are  consolidated,  modified,  and 
designated  as  the  Moab  District,  with 
headquarters  located  in  Moab.  The  dis¬ 
trict  administrative  boundaries  encom¬ 
pass  Carbon.  Emery,  Grand,  and  San 
Juan  Counties.  The  district  is  comprised 
of  the  Price  River  and  San  Rafael  Re¬ 
source  Areas  headquartered  in  Price,  the 
Grand  Resource  Area  headquartered  in 
Moab,  and  the  C!anyon  and  San  Juan 
Resource  Areas  headquartered  in  Monti¬ 
cello. 

Grazing  Districts  Number  6,  7,  and  9 
are  modified  and  consolidated  into  one 
grazing  district  comprised  of  the  coun¬ 
ties  identified  above  in  the  preceding 
paragraph,  and  designated  as  the  Moab 
Grazing  District. 

5.  TTie  existing  Kanab  and  Cedar  City 
Districts  are  consolidated,  modified,  and 
designated  as  the  Cedar  Cfity  District, 
with  headquarters  in  Cedar  City.  The 
district  administrative  boundaries  en¬ 
compass  Beaver,  Iron,  Washington,  and 
Kane  Counties  and  that  portion  of  Gar¬ 
field  County  west  of  the  Capitol  Reef  Na¬ 
tional  Park  boundary.  TTie  district  is 
comprised  of  the  Escalante  Desert  Re¬ 


source  Area  headquartered  in  Cedar  City, 
the  Dixie  Resource  Area  headquartered 
in  St.  George,  the  Vermilion  and  Paria 
Resource  Areas  headquartered  in  Elanab, 
and  the  Escalante  River  Resource  Area 
headquartered  in  Escalante. 

Grazing  Districts  Number  4  and  11  are 
modified  and  consolidated  into  one  graz¬ 
ing  district  comprised  of  the  coimtles 
identified  above  in  the  preceding  para¬ 
graph,  and  designated  as  the  Cedar  City 
Grazing  District. 

Dated:  July  15,  1975. 

Paul  L.  Howard, 
State  Director. 

,  Approved : 

ChTRT  Berklund, 

Director, 

Bureau  of  Land  Management. 

July  28, 1975. 

[PR  Doc.75-19881  Pfled  7-30-75:8:45  am] 


Geological  Survey 

BREITENBUSH  HOT  SPRINGS,  OREGON 
Known  Geothermal  Resources  Area 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  in  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  by  Sec.  21(a) 
of  the  Geothermal  Steam  Act  of  1970  (84 
Stat.  1566,  1572:  30  U.S.C.  1020),  and 
delegations  of  authority  in  220  Depart¬ 
mental  Manual  4.1  H,  Geological  Survey 
Manual  220.2.3,  and  Conservation  Divi¬ 
sion  Supplement  (Geological  Survey 
Manual)  220.2.1  G,  the  following  de¬ 
scribed  lands  are  hereby  defined  as  an 
addition  to  the  Breitenbush  Hot  Springs 
known  geothermal  resources  area,  effec¬ 
tive  March  1,  1974: 

(37)  OBECO.N 

BREITENBUSH  HOT  SPRINGS  KNOWN 
CEOTHERMAL  RESOT7RCKS  AREA 

WILLAMETTE  MERIDIAN,  OREGON 

T.  8  S.,  R.  7  E. 

Secs.  14  and  23,  unsurveyed 
T.  9  S.,  R.  7  E. 

Secs.  2, 11, 14. 27  and  36,  unsurveyed 

The  area  described  aggregates  4,485.00 
acres,  more  or  less. 

Dated:  June  12, 1975. 

Willard  C.  Gere, 
Conservation  Manager, 
Western  Region. 

[FR  Doc.75-19849  FUed  7-30-75:8:45  am] 


National  Park  Service 
.  [Order  No.  87,  Arndt.  1] 

CHIEF,  DIVISION  OF  CONTRACTING  AND 
PROPERTY  MANAGEMENT,  ET  AL. 

Delegation  of  Authority 

Order  No.  87  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  March  6,  1975  (40  FTl  10495)  is 
amended  to  change  Section  2  to  read  as 
follows: 

Section  2.  Chief,  Branch. of  General 
Services,  and  Purchasing  Agent.  The 
Chief,  Branch  of  General  Services,  and 
the  Purchasing  Agent  may  issue  pur¬ 
chase  orders  not  in  excess  of  $10,000  for 
supplies,  equipment,  or  services  hi  con- 
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formity  with  applicable  regulations  and 
statutory  authority  and  subject  to  the 
availability  of  s^ipropiiated  funds. 

(205  DM,  M  amended;  245  DM,  as  amended; 
Sec.  2  of  Reorganization  Flan  No.  3  of  1950) 

Dated:  July  14. 1975. 

Gary  Everhardt, 
Director,  National  Park  Service. 
IFR  Doc.75-19875  PUed  7-30-75:8:45  am] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 
[Int  FES  75-63] 

PROPOSED  WILDERNESS,  DINOSAUR 
NATIONAL  MONUMENT.  UTAH-COLORADO 

Availability  of  Final  Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  Section  102(2)  (c)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act,  the 
Department  of  the  Interior  has  prepared 
a  final  environmental  statement  for  pro¬ 
posed  wilderness  designation  of  a  portion 
of  Dinosaur  National  Monument. 

The  environmental  statement  considers 
the  establishment  of  wilderness  compris¬ 
ing  165,341  acres  in  Dinosaur  National 
Monument.  In  addition  to  this  acreage. 
10,274  acres  of  potential  wilderness  addi¬ 
tions  are  recommended  for  inclusion  as 
wilderness  when  they  qualify  for 
consideration. 

Copies  are  available  from  or  for  inspec¬ 
tion  at  the  following  locations: 

Rocky  Moiintain  Reglona]  Office 
National  Park  Service 
655  Parfet  Street 
Lakewood,  Colorado  80225. 

Utah  State  Office 

National  Park  Service 

125  South  State  Street 

Salt  Lake  Oty,  Utah  84111 

Superintendent 

Dinosaur  National  Monument 

P.O.  Box  210 

Dinosaur,  CX>lorado  81610 

Dated:  July  22, 1975. 

Stanley  D.  Doremus, 
Deputy  Assistant 
Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

[PR  Doc.75-19827  Piled  7-30-75:8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Forest  Service 

BEAVER  CREEK  UNIT  PLAN 

Availability  of  Final  Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  Section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Eiivironmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Forest  Service,  Department  of 
Agriculture,  has  prepared  a  final  en¬ 
vironmental  statement  for  the  Beaver 
Creek  Unit  Plan,  Daniel  Boone  National 
Forest,  Winchester,  KY,  USDA-FS-R8- 
FES  (ADM.)  75-1. 

The  action  described  is  the  10-year 
management  of  the  Beaver  Creek  Unit, 
Somerset  Ranger  District,  located  in 
MbCreary  and  Pulaski  Counties,  KY. 
This  unit  contains  16.474  acres  of  Na¬ 
tional  Forest  land.  About  5,000  acres  lying 
below  the  cliffs  was  designated  a  Wilder¬ 
ness  Area  by  the  Eastern  Wilderness 
Areas  Act  of  1974.  The  remaining  11,474 


acres  above  the  cliffs  will  be  managed 
for  the  full  range  of  multiple-use  bene* 
fits,  including  outdoor  recreation,  timber, 
water  and  wildlife. 

This  final  environmental  statement 
was  transmitted  to  CEQ  July  24,  1975. 
Copies  are  available  for  inspection  dur¬ 
ing  regular  working  hours  at  the  follow¬ 
ing  locations: 

USDA,  Forest  Service,  South  Agriculture 
Bldg.,  Rm.  3230,  12th  St.  A  Independence 
Ave.,  8W.  Washington,  DC  20250 
USDA,  Forest  Service,  1720  Peachtree  Rd., 
NW,  Rm.  804,  Atlanta,  OA  30309 
Somerset  Ranger  District,  Hwy.  27,  Rt.  2,  Box 
607,  Somerset,  KY  42601 

A  limited  number  of  single  copies  are 
available  upon  request  to  Forest  Super¬ 
visor  Richard  Wengert,  Daniel  Boone  Na¬ 
tional  Forest,  100  Vaught  Road,  Win¬ 
chester,  KY  40391. 

Thomas  W.  Sears, 

Acting  Regional  Environmental 
Coordinator. 

July  24,  1975. 

IFR  Doc.75-19895  Filed  7-30-76;8:46  am] 


LANDMARK  PLANNING  UNIT 

Availability  of  Final  Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  Section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
Naticmal  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Forest  Service,  Department  of 
Agriculture,  has  prepared  a  final  environ¬ 
mental  statement  for  the  Landmark 
Planning  Unit,  Boise  National  Forest, 
Idaho.  The  Forest  Service  report  num¬ 
ber  is  USDA-FS-FES  (Adm)  R4-75-14. 

The  environmental  statement  identi¬ 
fies  and  evaluates  the  probable  effects  of 
the  land  use  plan  for  the  Landmark 
Planning  Unit  on  the  Boise  National  For¬ 
est,  Idaho.  The  purpose  of  the  plan  is  to 
allocate  National  Forest  lands  vdthin  the 
unit  to  specific  resource  uses  and  activi¬ 
ties;  establish  management  objectives; 
document  management  direction,  man¬ 
agement  decisions,  and  necessary  coordi¬ 
nation  between  resource  uses  and  activi¬ 
ties;  and  provide  for  the  protection,  use, 
and  development  of  the  various  resources 
within  the  planning  unit.  The  plan  pro¬ 
vides  for  minimization  of  adverse  effects 
and  maximization  of  desirable  effects. 
Significant  areas  will  remain  undevel¬ 
oped  with  options  for  future  manage¬ 
ment  remaining  open. 

This  final  environmental  statement 
was  transmitted  to  CEQ  on  July  23, 1975. 

Cc^les  are  available  for  inspection  dur¬ 
ing  regular  working  hours  at  the  fol¬ 
lowing  locations: 

USDA,  Forest  Service,  South  Agriculture 
Bldg.,  Room  3230,  12st  St.  and  Independ¬ 
ence  Ave.,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.O.  20250 
Regional  Planning  Office,  USDA,  Forest 
Service,  Federal  Building,  Romn  4403, 
324-2Sth  Street,  Ogden,  Utah  84401 
Forest  Supervisor,  Boise  National  Forest,  1075 
Park  Boulevard,  Boise,  Idaho  83706 
District  Forest  Ranger,  Cascade  Ranger 
District,  Cascade,  Idaho  83611 

A  limited  number  of  single  copies  are 
available  upon  request  from  Forest 
Supervisor  Edward  C.  Maw,  Boise 


National  Forest,  1075  Park  Boulevard, 
Boise,  Idaho  83706. 

Copies  of  the  environmental  statement 
have  been  sent  to  various  Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  as  outlined  in  the 
CEQ  Guidelines. 

Dated:  July  23, 1975. 

J.  W.  Mattsson, 

Acting  Director,  Regional 
Planning  and  Budget. 

I  PR  Doc.75-19886  FUed  7-30-75;  8:45  am] 


MULTIPLE  USE  PLAN  PETTY  MOUNTAIN 
PLANNING  UNIT 

Availability  of  Draft  Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Forest  Service,  Department  of 
Agriculture,  has  prepared  a  draft  en¬ 
vironmental  statement  for  the  Multiple 
Use  Plan  Petty  Mountain  Planning  Unit, 
USDA-FS-Rl  ( 16)  DES-ADM-76-^. 

The  environmental  statement  con¬ 
cerns  a  proposed  action  to  implement  a 
revised  Multiple  Use  Plan  for  the  Petty 
Mountain  Planning  Unit,  located  on  the 
Missoula  and  Ninemile  Ranger  Dis- 
trictsjliolo  National  Forest  in  Missoula 
County,  Montana.  Hie  action  affects 
73,248  acres  of  National  Forest  Lands. 
Hiis  plan  recommends  that  54,436  acres 
be  managed  in  various  combinations  for 
recreation,  esthetics,  fisheries,  wildlife, 
watershed,  timber,  and  range.  An  area 
of  18,812  acres  which  is  to  remain  im 
roaded  will  be  managed  for  recreation, 
esthetics,  wildlife,  and  watershed. 

The  primary  environmental  effects  in¬ 
volve  the  modification  of  natural  condi¬ 
tions  on  20,581  acres  that  are  presently 
roadless  or  essentially  roadless.  The  ma¬ 
jor  changes  will  be  in  the  vegetative  pat¬ 
terns  and  tree  species  resulting  from 
management  of  the  vegetative  resources, 
changes  in  the  availability  of  products, 
employment,  services  provided  arxd 
changes  in  the  natural  condition  of  vege¬ 
tation,  soil,  water,  and  wildlife. 

This  draft  environmental  statement 
was  transmitted  to  CTIQ  on  July  24, 1975. 
Copies  are  avsdlable  for  inspection  dur¬ 
ing  regiilar  working  hours  at  tiie  fol¬ 
lowing  locations: 

USDA,  Forest  Service,  South  Agriculture 
Bldg.,  Room  3230,  12th  St.  &  Independence 
Ave.,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20250. 

USDA,  Forest  Service,  Northern  Region, 
Federal  BuUdlng,  340  N.  Pattee,  Missoula, 
MT  59801. 

USDA,  Forest  Service,  Lolo  National  Forest, 
Building  24,  Fort  Missoula,  Missoula,  MT 
59801. 

USDA,  Forest  Service,  Ninemile  Ranger 
District,  Huson,  MT  59846. 

USDA,  Forest  Service,  Missoula  Ranger  Dis¬ 
trict,  2801  Russell  Street,  Missoula,  MT 
59801. 

University  of  Montana,  University  Library, 
Documents  Division,  Missoula,  Mt  69801. 
University  of  Montana,  Forestry  School  Li¬ 
brary,  Room  411,  Science  Complex,  Mis¬ 
soula,  MT  59801. 

Missoula  Clty-Oounty  Library,  Washington 
&  East  Main,  Missoula,  Mt  59801. 

County  Extension  Services,  Missoula  County 
Courthouse,  Missoula,  MT  69801. 
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A  limited  number  of  single  copies  are 
available  upon  request  lo  Orville  L. 
Daniels,  ForWt  Supervisor.  Lolo  National 
Forest,  Building  24.  Fort  Missoula,  Mis¬ 
soula.  Montana  59801. 

Copies  of  the  environmental  state¬ 
ment  have  been  sent  to  various  federal, 
state  and  local  agencies  as  outlined  In 
the  CEQ  guidelines. 

Comments  are  invited  from  the  public, 
and  from  State  and  local  agencies  which 
are  authorized  to  develop  and  enforce 
environmental  standards,  and  from  Fed¬ 
eral  agencies  having  Jurisdiction  by  law 
or  special  expertise  with  respect  to  any 
environmental  Impact  Involved  for  which 
comments  have  not  been  requested 
specifically. 

Comments  concerning  the  proposed 
action  and  request  for  additional  infor- 
I  mation  should  be  addressed  to  Orville  L. 

i  I^niels,  Forest  Supervisor,  Lolo  National 
f  Forest,  Building  24.  Fort  Missoula,  Mis- 
(  soula,  Montana  59801.  Comments  must 
k  be  received  by  September  23,  1975,  in  or¬ 
der  to  be  considered  in  the  preparation 
of  the  final  environment  statement; 

Orville  L.  Daniels, 
Forest  Supervisor. 

July  24,  1975. 

IPR  Doc.76-19834  Piled  7-30-76;8:45  am) 


Soil  Conservation  Service 

BOGOTA  WATERSHED  PROJECT. 

TENNESSEE 

Availability  of  Final  Environmental  Impact 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969;  Part  1500  of  the  Coimcil  on  En¬ 
vironmental  Quality  Guidelines  (38  FR 
20550,  August  1.  1973) ;  and  Part  650  of 
the  Soil  Conservation  l^rvice  Guidelines 
(39  FR  19650,  June  3.  1974);  the  SoU 
Conservation  Service,  U.S.  Department 
of  Agriculture,  has  prepared  a  final  en¬ 
vironmental  impact  statement  (EIS) 
for  the  Bogota  Watershed  Project,  Dyer 
and  Obion  Counties.  Tennessee.  USDA- 
SCS-EIS-WS-(ADM)  -74-38 (F)  TN. 

The  EIS  concerns  a  plan  for  water¬ 
shed  protection  and  fiood  prevention.  Hie 
planned  works  of  improvement  provide 
for  conservation  land  treatment,  27.7 
miles  of  channel  work  and  1.5  miles  of 
clearing  and  debris  removal  on  a  pre¬ 
viously  manmade,  ephemeral  flowing 
streams  in  an  area  with  80  percent  of  the 
land  use  in  cropland. 

The  final  EIS  has  been  filed  with  the 
Council  on  Environmental  Quality. 

A  limited  supply  is  available  at  the 
following  location  to  fill  single  copy 
requests: 

Boll  Conservation  Service,  USDA,  681  U.S! 

Courthouse,  Nashville,  Tennessee  37303. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  10.904,  National  Archives  Reference 
Services.) 

William  B.  Davbt, 
Deputy  Administrator  for  Water 
Resources,  Soil  Conservation 
Service. 

July  24,  1975. 

[PR  Doc.75-19836  PUed  7-30-75;8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Domestic  and  International  Business 
Administration 

METHODIST  HOSPITALS.  ET  AL. 

Applications  for  Duty-Free  Entry  of 
Scientific  Articles 

The  following  are  notices  of  the  re¬ 
ceipt  of  applications  for  duty-free  entry 
of  scientific  articles  pursuant  to  section 
6(c)  of  the  Educational,  Scientific,  and 
(Cultural  Materials  Importation  Act  of 
1966  (Pub.  L.  89-651;  80  Stat.  897).  In¬ 
terested  persons  may  present  their  views 
with  respect  to  the  question  of  whether 
an  instillment  or  apparatus  of  equivalent 
scientific  value  for  the  purposes  for 
which  the  article  is  intended  to  be  used 
isi  being  manufactured  in  the  United 
States.  Such  comments  must  be  filed  in 
.triplicate  with  the  Director,  Special  Im¬ 
port  Programs  Division.  Office  of  Import 
Programs,  Washington,  D.C.  20230,  on  or 
before  August  20, 1975. 

Amended  regulations  Issued  under 
cited  Act,  as  published  in  the  March  18, 
1975  issue  of  the  Federal  Register,  pre¬ 
scribe  the  requirements  applicable  to 
comments. 

A  copy  of  each  application  is  on  file, 
and  may  be  examined  during  ordinary 
Commerce  Department  business  hours  at 
the  Special  Import  Programs  Division, 
Department  of  Commerce.  Washington, 
D.C.  20230. 

Docket  Number:  75-00586-33-90000. 
Applicant:  Methodist  Hospitals,  1265 
Union  Avenue,  Memphis,  Tennessee 
38104.  Article:  EMI  Scanner  System. 
Manufacturer:  EMI  Limited.  United 
Kingdom.  Intended  use  of  article:  The 
article  is  intended  to  be  used  in  a  re¬ 
search  program  concerning  Intracranial 
calcification  and  comparison  with  avail¬ 
able  skull  x-rays.  One  phase  of  the  study 
will  be  to  evaluate  calcification  of  the 
pineal  bo^  and  choroid  plexuses  of  the 
lateral  ventricles  in  the  younger  age 
oups,  particularly  below  twenty  years, 
as  to  see  the  pattern  of  the  calcifica¬ 
tion  and  possible  development  of  such 
dmlng  the  youthful  years.  Another 
phase  of  this  particular  part  of  the  pro¬ 
gram  would  be  to  study  the  absorption 
numbers  where  calcification  is  not  def¬ 
initely  seen  in  the  pineal  or  choroid,  but 
to  see  if  said  absorption  numbers  exceed 
the  expected  values  for  soft  tissue  of  the 
brain.  Other  physiologic  calcifications 
will  be  studied,  such  as  those  within  the 
falx  cerebrae,  the  meninges,  the  ten¬ 
torium  cerebellae.  Abnormal  calcifica¬ 
tions  will  be  studied  as  well,  for  example, 
in  intracranial  tumors,  inflammatory 
lesions  of  the  brain,  and  the  patterns  and 
distribution  of  calcification  within  the 
basal  ganglia  of  the  brain.  In  addition, 
the  article  will  be  used  for  teaching  pur¬ 
poses  in  Residency  programs  in  Raffiol- 
ogy.  Neurosurgery,  Ophthalmology,  and 
Pathology.  Application  received  by  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Customs:  June  26. 1975. 

Docket  number:  75-00588-00--46040. 
Applicant:  University  of  Texas  Health 
Science  Center  at  Dallas,  Dept,  of  Path¬ 
ology,  5323  Harry  Hines  Boulevard.  Dal¬ 
las,  Texas  75235.  Article:  ASID-4S  High 
Resolution  Scanning  Device.  Manufac¬ 


turer:  JEOL  Ltd.,  Japan.  Intended  use 
of  article:  The  article  is  an  accessory  to 
an  existing  electron  microscope  manu¬ 
factured  by  the  same  manufacturer 
which  will  provide  a  most  versatile  re¬ 
search  microscope  with  capabilities  for 
scanning  transmission  and  secondary 
scanning  as  well  as  transmission  micro¬ 
scopy.  The  microscope  with  this  acces¬ 
sory  will  be  used  in  a  variety  of  projects 
involving  normal  and  diseased  tissue 
specimens.  A^umber  of  projects  Involve 
scanning  microscopic  study  of  cell  sur¬ 
face  alteration  of  cancer  cells  and  heart 
muscle  cells.  The  article  will  also  be  used 
for  instruction  of  pathology  residents  in 
the  latest  techniques  of  electron  micro- 
sc(H>y-  Application  received  by  Commis¬ 
sioner  of  Customs:  June  26, 1975. 

Docket  number:  75-00589-33-46040. 
Applicant:  Estelle  Doheny  Eye  Founda¬ 
tion,  1355  San  Pablo  Avenue,  Los  Angeles 
90033,  Article:  Electron  Microscope,  EM- 
10  &  Accessories.  Manufacturer:  Carl 
Zeiss,  West  Germany.  Intended  use  of 
article:  The  article  is  intended  to  be  used 
in  the  following  two  separate  studies: 

(1)  An  ongoing  investigation  of  the 
structure  and  function  of  retinal  neu¬ 
rons — Research  directed  at  elucidation  of 
the  process  involved  in  visual  photore¬ 
ception  and  neural  Interconnections 
(which  comprises  a  comprehensive  in¬ 
vestigation  of  the  retina  of  the  owl  mon¬ 
key)  .  and 

(2)  Ongoing  studies  of  the  pathogene¬ 
sis  of  latent  and  recurrent  herpes  sim¬ 
plex  virus  infections  of  the  eye — follow 
up  the  progress  of  the  herpes  simplex 
virus  ultrastructurally  from  the  onset  of 
stimulation  in  an  attempt  to  determine 
how  trigeminal  stimulation  results  in  ac¬ 
tive  ocular  disease. 

For  educational  purposes,  the  article 
will  be  used  by  residents  in  ophthalmol¬ 
ogy  and  pathology  and  technical  support 
personnel  who  have  had  a  previous  ac¬ 
quaintance  with  electron  microscopic 
techniques  in  visual  research.  Applica¬ 
tion  received  by  Commissioner  of  CJus- 
toms:  Jime  26. 1975. 

Docket  number:  75-00590-33-90000. 
Applicant:  St.  John’s  Hospital,  1923 
South  Utica  Avenue,  Tulsa,  Oklahoma 
74104.  Article:  EMI-Scanner  Ssrstem  with 
Magnetic  Tape  Storage  System.  Manu¬ 
facturer:  EMI-Limited,  United  Kingdom. 
Intended  use  of  article:  The  article  is 
intended  to  be  used  for  computerized 
axial  tomographic  diagnostic  studies  with 
the  following  objectives: 

(1)  Evaluate  the  diagnostic  capabili¬ 
ties  of  computerized  axial  tomography 
with  cerebral  arteriography,  PEG,  and 
Isotope  brain  scans  in  pre-senile  dimen- 
tia. 

(2)  Evaluate  computerized  axial  to¬ 
mography  in  the  management  of  head 
trauma,  to  see  if  cerebral  edema  can  be 
detected  as  well  as  ^dural  or  subdural 
and  Intracerebral  hematomas. 

(3)  To  evaluate  the  effects  of  various 
contrast  medias  on  computeriaed  axial 
tomography  enhancement. 

(4)  As  a  routine  screening  tool 
evaluation  of  neurological  dividers  of 
the  brain. 
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The  article  will  also  be  Invaluable  as 
an  aid  in  the  teaching  of  neurology  to 
medical  students  as  well  as  interns  and 
residents.  Application  received  by  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Cust<»ns;  Jime  26, 1975. 

Docket  number:  75-00591-75-42800. 
Applicant:  University  of  Washington, 
Nuclear  Physics  Laboratory,  Seattle, 
Washington  98195.  Article:  Switching 
Magnet  Model  3455.  Manufacturer: 
Auckland  Nuclear  Accessory  Company 
Limited,  New  Zealand.  Intended  use  of 
article:  The  article  is  intended  to  be 
used  for  studies  of  nuclei  of  atoms  cov¬ 
ering  mass  range  from  Hydrogen  to 
Uranium.  Nuclear  fcM-ces  and  the  inter¬ 
action  of  energetic  particles  with  nuclei 
are  investigated.  Experiments  include 
structure  of  light  nuclei,  nuclear  astro- 
phsrsics,  weak  Interactions,  scattering  re¬ 
actions,  polarized  beam  reactions,  gam- 
maray  reactions,  fisson  reactions  and 
at<Hnic  physics.  Application  received  by 
Commissioner  of  Customs:  June  26, 1975. 

Docket  munber:  75-00592-33-46500. 
Applicant:  University  of  Southern  Cali¬ 
fornia,  School  of  Medicine,  2025  Zonal 
Avenue,  Los  Angeles.  California  90033. 
Article:  Ultramicrotome,  Model  LKB 
8800A.  Manufacturer:  LKB  Produkter 
AB,  Sweden.  Intended  use  of  article:  The 
article  is  Intended  to  be  used  primarily 
for  studies  of  mammaUan  tissues  search¬ 
ing  for  pathologic  abnormalities  in  bi¬ 
opsy  specimens  from  hmnans  and  from 
experiments  Involving  animals.  Specific 
projects  include  (1)  the  influence  of  air 
pollutants  on  the  lung,  kidney  and  other 
organs  of  animals,  (2)  lung  and  breast 
cancers  in  humans,  with  emphasis  on 
factors  which  reflect  intrinsic  aggressive¬ 
ness  of  cancer  and  pn^rties  of  host 
resistance.  Application  received  by  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Cust<mis:  June  26,  1975. 

Docket  number:  75-00593-33-07500. 
Applicant:  Wesleyan  University  Hall  At¬ 
water  8{  Shanklin  Laboratories.  Lawn 
Avenue.  Middleton,  Connecticut  06457. 
Article:  Flow  Microcalorimeter.  Manu¬ 
facturer:  LKB  Produkter  AB,  Sweden. 
Intended  use  of  article:  The  article  is 
intended  to  be  used  for  resarch  on  the 
thermodynamics  of  binding  of  ligands  to 
proteins  and  membranes,  specifically  the 
binding  of  substrate  analogs  and  effec¬ 
tors  to  the  enzyme  aspartate  transcar- 
bamylase,  and  the  binding  of  metal  ions, 
lectins,  prostaglandins,  mid  extrinsic 
proteim  to  erythrocyte  and  platelet 
m^branes.  Application  received  by 
Cmnmlssloner  of  Customs:  Jime  27, 1975. 

Docket  number:  75-00594-33-46500. 
AiH^licant:  Bedford  V.A.  Hospital,  200 
Springs  Road,  Bedford,  MA.  01730.  Arti¬ 
cle:  tjcb  8800 a  Ultramicrotome.  Manu¬ 
facturer:  LKB  Produkter  AB,  Sweden. 
Intended  use  of  article:  The  article  is 
intended  to  be  used  for  the  ultrastruc- 
tural  investigation  of  the  synaptic  orga¬ 
nization  of  cerebral  cortex  primarily  of 
monkey,  but  also  of  human  material 
procured  at  aut(H>sy.  The  pn^erties  of 
the  tissue  to  be  Investigated  include  brit¬ 
tle  Golgi-treated  samples,  re-embedded 
40  frozen  sections;  soft  poorly  perfused 
human  material,  which,  in  the  csuse  of 


pathology,  will  contain  hard  plaques.  Ap¬ 
plication  received  by  Commissioner  of 
Customs:  June  27, 1975. 

Docket  number:  75-00595-33-46500. 
Applicant:  Harvard  Medical  School,  25 
Shattuck  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02115. 
Article:  LKB  8800A  Ultrotmne  HE  Ultra¬ 
microtome.  Manufacturer:  LKB  Produk¬ 
ter  AB,  Sweden.  Intended  use  of  article: 
The  article  is  intended  to  be  used  in  ul- 
trastructural  investigations  involving  a 
variety  of  biological  materials  which  ex¬ 
hibit  normal,  pathologic  and  experimen¬ 
tally  altered  morphologies  and  include: 
pellets  of  isolated  cells,  monolayers  of  cul¬ 
tured  cells,  individual  kidney  glomeruli, 
and  specific  areas  of  rat  carotid  arteries. 
Glomerular  permeability  in  normal, 
pathologic,  and  experimentally  manipu¬ 
lated  kidneys  will  be  studied  by  using  a 
wide  variety  of  electron-dense  tracers. 
Monolayers  of  cultured  cells,  i.e.,  cells 
adhering  to  a  glass  or  plastic  siirface, 
are  being  examined  to  elucidate  certain 
properties  of  some  plasma  membrane 
molecules.  The  endothelium  of  rat  caro¬ 
tid  arteries  and  its  regenerative  capeeity 
following  injury  will  also  be  imder  exam¬ 
ination.  A  study  of  the  sites  of  synthesis 
of  immunoglobulin  (Ig)  in  the  B  lympho¬ 
cyte  and  the  pathway  of  transport. of 
this  Ig  to  the  cell  surface  is  also  under¬ 
way.  Application  received  by  Commis¬ 
sioner  of  Customs:  June  27,  1975. 

Docket  number:  75-00596-33-46500. 
Applicant:  University  of  Southern  Cali¬ 
fornia,  Department  of  Anatomy,  2025 
Zonal  Avenue,  Los  Angeles,  CA  90033. 
Article:  Ultramicrotome,  Model  lkb 
8800A.  Manufacturer:  LKB  Produkter 
AB,  Sweden.  Intended  use  of  article:  The 
article  is  intended  to  be  used  for  the  in¬ 
vestigation  of  biological  specimens  from 
rats  and  mice  to  (1)  to  determine  the 
anatomical  distribution  of  adrenergic 
nerves  in  white  adipose  tissue,  (2)  to 
describe  the  relationship  between  adre¬ 
nergic  nerves  and  the  microvessels  in 
adipKxse  tissue,  (3)  to  establish  the  mor¬ 
phological  basis  for  adrenergic  stimula¬ 
tion  of  Upolysis,  and  (4)  to  ascertain 
whether  cellular  contacts  occur  between 
adipocytes.  Application  received  by  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Customs:  June  27, 1975. 

Docket  number:  75-00597-33-41700. 
Applicant:  Shriners  Hospitals  for  Crip¬ 
pled  Children-Burns  Institute  Cincin¬ 
nati  Unit,  202  Goodman  Street,  Cincin¬ 
nati,  Ohio  45219.  Article:  Sharplan  791 
Surgical  Laser  Machine.  Manufacturer: 
Laser  Industries  Ltd.,  Israel.  Intended 
use  of  article:  The  article  is  intended  to 
be  used  in  research  to  evaluate  tissue  re¬ 
actions  to  the  10.6  micron  beam  both 
focused  and  unfocused.  These  experi¬ 
ments  will  be  used  to  compare  the  laser 
to  standard  operating  room  techniques, 
as  the  steel  scalpel,  electric  knife,  and 
to  newer  techniques  like  the  plasma 
scalpel.  The  article  will  also  be  used  to 
train  both  surgical  residents  and  faculty 
in  the  use  of  this  instrument  in  the  treat¬ 
ment  of  thermal  injuries.  Application  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  Commissioner  of  Customs; 
June  27,  1975. 


(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  II.IQS,  Importation  of  Duty-Free 
Educational  and  Bcientlfle  Materials.) 

A.  H.  Stuart, 
Director,  Special  Import 
Programs  Division. 
[FR  DOC.7&-10831  FUed  7-30-76;8;46  am] 


UNIVERSITY  OF  CALIFORNIA-LOS  ALAMOS 

SCIENTIFIC  LABORATORY.  ET  AL 

Applications  for  Duty-Free  Entry  of 
Scientific  Articles 

The  following  are  notices  of  the  receipt 
of  applications  for  duty-free  entry  of 
sclentlflc  articles  pursuant  to  Section  6 
(c)  of  the  Educational,  Scientiflc,  and 
Chiltural  Materials  Importation  Act  of 
1966  (Public  JLiaw  89-651;  80  Stat.  897). 
Interested  persons  may  present  their 
views  with  respect  to  the  question  of 
whether  an  instrument  or  apparatus  of 
equivalent  scientiflc  value  for  the  pur¬ 
poses  for  which  the  article  is  intended  to 
be  used  is  being  manufactured  in  the 
United  States.  Such  comments  must  be 
filed  in  triplicate  with  the  Director,  Spe¬ 
cial  Import  Programs  Division,  0£Qce  of 
Import  Programs,  Washington,  D.C. 
20230,  on  or  before  August  20,  1975. 

Amended  regulations  issued  under 
cited  Act,  as  published  in  the  March  18, 
1975  issue  of  the  Federal  Register,  pre¬ 
scribe  the  requirements  applicable  to 
comments. 

A  copy  of  each  application  is  on  file, 
and  may  be  examin^  during  ordinary 
Commerce  Department  business  hours  at 
the  Special  Import  Programs  Division, 
Department  of  Commerce,  Washington, 
D.C.  20230. 

Docket  number:  76-00001-75-34060. 
Applicant;  University  of  Calif omia-Los 
Alamos  Scientiflc  Laboratory,  P.O.  Box 
990,  Los  Alamos,  New  Mexdco  87544. 
Article:  Ion  Sputtering  Unit,  HVEC 
Model  #DP-9.  Manufacturer:  Danfysik, 
Denmark.  Intended  use  of  article:  The 
article  is  intended  to  be  used  to  produce 
thin  targets  of  materials  for  the  purpose 
of  the  study  of  their  nuclear  properties. 
The  article  is  especially  designed  to  make 
nuclear  targets  from  material  stocks  of 
limited  availability.  Its  high  efficiency 
will  enable  target  preparation  from  feed 
materials  as  little  as  1-5  mg  whereas 
previous  conventional  techniques  re¬ 
quired  a  minimum  of  50  mg  imder  the 
best  of  conditions.  Application  received 
by  Commissioner  of  Customs:  July  2, 
1975. 

Docket  Number;  76-00002-75-65600. 
Applicant:  University  of  California -Los 
Alamos  Scientiflc  Laboratory,  P.O.  Box 
990,  Los  Alamos,  New  Mexico  87544. 
Article:  High  Voltage  Power  Supply  and 
Ion  Source  Terminal.  Manufacturer: 
Emile  Haefely  &  Co.  Ltd.,  Switzerland. 
Intended  use  of  article;  The  foreign 
article  is  intended  to  be  used  as  a  source 
for  the  pre-injector  of  a  large  particle 
accelerator.  Application  received  by 
Commissioner  of  Customs;  July  2,  1975. 

Docket  number:  76-00003-00-00500. 
Applicant:  University  of  Rochester,  Nu- 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  40,  NO.  14R — ^THURSDAY,  JULY  31,  1975 


NOTICES 


32151 


clear  Structure  Research  Laboratory, 
271  East  River  Road.  Rochester,  New 
Yoilc  14627.  Article:  Rebuilt  Accelerator 
Tube.  Manufacturer:  Dowllsh  Develop¬ 
ments,  United  Kingdom.  Intended  \ise  of 
Article:  The  article  is  an  essential  com¬ 
ponent  to  an  existing  Van  de  Graaff  ac¬ 
celerator  which  is  being  used  In  a  variety 
of  nuclear  studies.  Application  received 
by  Commissioner  of  Customs:  July  2, 
1976. 

Docket  number:  76-00004-33-90000. 
Applicant:  Wesley  Medical  Center,  550 
North  Hillside,  Wichita,  Kansas  67214. 
Article:  EMI-Scanner  System  with  Mag¬ 
netic  Tape  System.  Manufacturer:  EMI- 
Limited,  United  Kingdom.  Intended  use 
of  article:  The  article  is  intended  to  be 
used  for  research  in  brain  tissue  abnor¬ 
malities  either  symptomatically  or 
assrmptmnatically  and  for  educational 
use  in  teaching  raldology  residents  as 
well  as  entire  house  staff.  The  article  will 
also  be  used  In  educating  other  students 
such  as  student  nurses,  students  in  x-ray 
technology  and  students  in  laboratory 
technology,  etc.  Application  received  by 
Commissioner  of  Customs:  July  2,  1975. 

Docket  number:  76-00005-33-90000. 
Applicant:  University  of  Michigan,  1405 
K  Ann  Street,  Ann  Arbor,  Michigan 
48104.  Article:  EMI  Scanner  System  with 
Magnetic  Ttme  Storage  System.  Manu¬ 
facturer:  E.M.I.  Limited,  United  King¬ 
dom.  Intended  use  of  article:  The  article 
is  intended  to  be  used  for  studies  of  ma¬ 
terials  which  include  the  clinical  and 
pathologic  manifestations  of  intracranial 
abnormalities,  the  results  of  their  study 
by  all  methods  and  the  evaluation  of  the 
improvement  in  detection  of  these 
abnormalities  by  newer  methods,  includ  ¬ 
ing  the  EMI  l^anner.  The  article  will 
also  be  used  in  educational  programs  to 
emphasize  the  normal  anatomic  rela¬ 
tionships  which  the  students  are  dis¬ 
covering  in  their  dissection  on  cadavars 
in  the  course  Gross  Anatomy.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  the  article  will  be  used  in  the  courses 
Neural  and  Behavioral  Science  and 
Neuroradiology.  Application  received  by 
Commissioner  of  Customs:  July  2,  1975. 

Docket  number:  76-00026-01-77030. 
Applicant:  University  of  Florida, 

Gainesville,  Florida  32611.  Article:  Nu¬ 
clear  Magnetic  Resonance  Spectrometer, 
Model  JNM-C-60-HL.  Manufacturer: 
JEOL,  Japan.  Intended  use  of  article: 
The  article  is  intended  to  be  used  by  staff 
members  and  students  for  studies  of  bi¬ 
ological  materials  such  as  lipids,  pro¬ 
teins,  hormones,  vitamins,  and  mem¬ 
branes,  as  well  as  engineering  materials 
such  as  asphalt,  crude  oils,  surfactants, 
pigments,  and  various  colloids  by  means 
of  nuclear  magnetic  resonance  spectros¬ 
copy.  TTie  following  are  the  major  proj¬ 
ects  which  will  be  carried  out  with  the 
article; 

(a)  The  structure  of  water  in  micro¬ 
emulsions. 

(b)  The  mechanism  of  phase  inver¬ 
sion  of  micro-  and  macro-emulsions. 

(c)  Molecular  motions  in  liquid-crys¬ 
talline  structures. 

(d)  The  equilibrium  rate  of  exchange 
of  molecules  at  the  air-liquid  interface. 


(e)  Micelle  formation  and  solubiliza¬ 
tion  In  surfactant  solutions. 

(f)  Molecular  Interactions  in  biologi¬ 
cal  membranes. 

(g)  The  structure  of  adsorbed  phases 
as  solids. 

(h)  The  structure  of  fluid  mixtures 
and  electrolyte  solutions. 

(i)  NMR  spectroscopy  for  fluorocar¬ 
bon  studies. 

(J)  Application  for  NMR  spectroscopy 
in  asphalt  research. 

(k)  Mechanism,  reactions,  and  activ¬ 
ity  of  thlolsulfonates  and  disulfides. 

(l)  Synthesis  of  new  polymers  for 
use  in  extreme  environments. 

(m)  Donor-acceptor  complexes  of  flu¬ 
orine  compounds. 

(n)  Nonclassical  aromaticity  in  hy¬ 
drogen-bonded  systems. 

(o)  The  effect  of  metal  ions  on  unsat¬ 
urated  hydrocarbons  in  relation  to 
boimdary  lubrication. 

(p)  Interaction  of  oxygen  with  fluoro¬ 
carbons. 

(q)  NMR  spectroscopic  studies  of 
polymeric  fluids. 

In  addition,  the  article  will  be  used 
for  teaching  and  training  of  graduate 
students  in  Chemistry.  Application  re¬ 
ceived  by  Commissioner  of  Customs: 
July  10, 1975. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  11.105,  Importation  of  Duty- 
Free  Educational  and  Scientific  Materials.) 

A.  H.  Stuart, 
Director,  Special  Import 
Programs  Division. 

|FR  Doc.76-19832  Filed  7-30-76:8:46  am] 


UNIVERSITY  OF  PENNSYLVANIA 
Decision  on  Application  for  Duty-Free  Entry 
of  Scientific  Articie 

The  following  is  a  decision  on  an  ap¬ 
plication  for  duty-free  entry  of  a  scien¬ 
tific  article  pursuant  to  Section  6(c)  of 
the  Educational.  Scientific,  and  Chiltural 
Materials  Importation  Act  of  1966  (Pub. 
L.  89-651,  80  Stat.  897)  and  the  regula¬ 
tions  issued  thereunder  as  amended  (40 
FR  12253  et  seq.  15  CFR  701,  1974.) 

A  copy  of  the  record  pertaining  to 
this  decision  is  available  for  public  re¬ 
view  during  ordinary  business  hours  of 
the  Department  of  Commerce,  at  the 
Office  of  Import  Programs,  Department 
of  Commerce,  Washington,  D.C.  20230. 

Docket  number:  75-00200-99-46040. 
Applicant:  University  of  Pennsylvania, 
^hool  of  Veterinary  Medicine,  3800 
Spruce  Street,  Philadelphia,  Pa.  19174. 
Article:  Electron  Microscope,  Model  EM 
9S-2  complete  with  spare  parts.  Manu¬ 
facturer:  Carl  Zeiss,  West  Germany.  In¬ 
tended  use  of  article:  The  article  is  in¬ 
tended  to  be  used  in  the  following 
courses:  5001  Pathology,  5401  Small  Ani¬ 
mal  Pathology,  5999  Independent  Study 
and  Resedrch — Pathology  and  606  Vet¬ 
erinary  Pathology.  The  article  will  be 
used  for  conventional  training  enabling 
students  to  learn  and  ur^derstand  the 
techniques,  and  value  of  electron  micros¬ 
copy.  Each  student  will  be  made  fami¬ 
liar  with  the  operation  of  the  electron 
microscope. 


Comments:  Comments  with  respect  to 
this  an>lication  were  received  on  Decem¬ 
ber  20,  1974  from  Adam  David  Cmnpany 
(AD) .  AD  simply  states :  We  believe  the 
EMU4  and  PAl  are  suitable  for  this  ap¬ 
plication.  Decision:  Application  ap¬ 
proved.  No  instrument  or  apparatiis  of 
equivalent  scientific  value  to  the  foreign 
aAicle  for  such  purposes  as  this  article  is 
intended  to  be  used,  was  being  manu¬ 
factured  in  the  United  States  at  the 
time  the  foreign  article  was  ordered 
(March  27, 1974) .  REASONS:  The  appli¬ 
cant  requires  an  electron  microscope 
which  is  suitable  in  teaching  undergradu¬ 
ate  pathology  to  upwards  of  100  students. 
The  foreign  article  is  a  relatively  simple, 
easy  to  operate,  mediiun  resolution  elec¬ 
tron  microscope  designed  for  confident 
use  by  beginning  students  with  a  mini¬ 
mum  of  detailed  programming.  It 
provides  7  Angstroms  point  to  point 
resolution,  an  accelerating  voltage  of  60 
kilovolts  (KV) ,  and  low  distortion  mag¬ 
nifications  at  140-60,000X.  Magnifica¬ 
tions  of  140  to  lOOOX  are  within  the  nor¬ 
mal,  light  microscopic  range.  Thus  the 
article  covers  the  range  of  light  and  elec¬ 
tron  microscopy.  Domestic  instruments 
available  at  the  time  the  article  was  or¬ 
dered  were  AD’s  Model  EMU-4C,  a  more 
complex  instrument  (designed  for  the  use 
of  an  experienced  operator)  which  pro¬ 
vides  low  distortion  magnification  at 
500X  and  higher;  and  the  Elektros  In¬ 
corporated,  Model  ETEM-101,  a  rela¬ 
tively  simple,  low  resolution  instrument 
which  provides  a  direct  magnification 
range  between  600X  and  38,000X.  The 
Department  of  Health,  Education  and 
Welfare  (HEW)  advises  in  its  memoran¬ 
dum  dated  February  21, 1975  that  the  ap¬ 
plicant’s  description  of  the  teaching  pur¬ 
poses  for  which  the  article  will  be  used  is 
given  in  adequate  detail  to  establish 
pertinent  characteristics  of  the  article. 
Specifically,  HEW  advises:  “•  *  •  The 
transition  from  structural  details  as 
studied  by  light  microscopy  to  beginning 
aspects  of  electron  microscopy  will  need 
the  best  low  magnification  capabilities 
available,  as  well  as,  simplicity  and  ease 
of  operation.  •  •  HEW  also  advised 
that  the  ETEM-101  did  not  have  equiv¬ 
alent  low  magnification  and  that  AD’s 
Model  PA-1  was  in  a  development  stage 
at  the  time  the  article  was  ordered.  In 
this  regard,  it  is  noted  that  a  prototype  of 
the  PA-1  was.  first  shown  by  AD  in  No¬ 
vember,  1974.  Neither  the  Department  of 
Commerce  nor  its  consultants  have  been 
able  to  determine  or  verify  the  capabili¬ 
ties  of  the  PA-1  as  of  the  date  of  thi.s 
decision.  Thus,  the  Department  does  not 
have  a  sufficient  basis  for  ruling  that  AD 
was  able  to  supply  the  PA-1  within  a 
normal  delivery  time  at  the  time  the  for¬ 
eign  article  was  ordered. 

The  applicant’s  claim  of  availability  of 
excellent  service  from  the  supplier  of  the 
foreign  article  did  not  enter  into  the  De¬ 
partment’s  decision  concerning  this  ap¬ 
plication.  Service  on  electron  microscopes 
is  considered  a  cost  related  item  and  not 
a  justification  for  duty-free  entry  under 
Pub.  L.  89-651. 

We,  therefore,  find  that  neither  the 
Model  EMU-4C  nor  the  Model  ETEM-101 
was  of  equivalent  scientific  value  to  the 
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foreign  article  for  such  purposes  as  the 
article  is  intended  to  be  used  at  the  time 
the  article  was  ordered. 

The  Department  of  Commerce  knows 
of  no  other  instrument  or  apparatus 
of  equivalent  scientific  value  to  ^e  for¬ 
eign  article,  for  such  purposes  as  this  ar¬ 
ticle  is  intended  to  be  used,  which  was 
being  manufactured  in  the  United  States 
at  the  time  the  article  was  ordered. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  11.105,  Imputation  of  Duty-Free 
Educational  and  Scientific  Materials.) 

A.  H.  Stuart, 
Director,  Special  Import 
Programs  Division. 

[FR  Doc.75-19830  Filed  7-30-75;8:45  am] 


National  Bureau  of  Standards 

FEDERAL  INFORMATION  PROCESSING 

STANDARDS  COORDINATING  AND  AD¬ 
VISORY  COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act,  5  U.S.C.  App.  I  (Supp. 
m,  1973),  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
the  Federal  Information  Processing 
Standards  Coordinating  and  Advisory 
Committee  (FIPSCAC)  will  hold  a  meet¬ 
ing  from  9:00  am.  to  1:00  p.m.  on 
Wednesday.  September  17. 1975,  in  Room 
B255,  Building  225,  of  the  National  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Standards,  in  Gaithersburg, 
Maryland. 

The  purpose  of  the  meeting  is  to  re¬ 
view  the  actions  of  the  Federal  Informa- 
tion  Processing  Standards  (FIPS)  Task 
Groupjs  and  to  consider  other  matters  re¬ 
lating  to  Federal  Information  Processing 
Standards. 

The  public  will  be  permitted  to  attend, 
to  file  written  statements,  and,  to  the 
extent  time  penults,  to  present  oral 
statements.  Persons  planning  to  attend 
should  notify  Robert  E.  Rountree,  Jr., 
Institute  for  Computer  Sciences  and 
Technology,  National  Bureau  of  Stand¬ 
ards,  Wa^ington,  D.C.  20234  (phone 
301-921-3157) . 

Dated:  July  25, 1975. 

John  D.  Hoffman, 
Acting  Director. 

[FR  Doc.75-19888  FUed  7-30-75;8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH. 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Health  Services  Administration 

PROFESSIONAL  STANDARDS  REVIEW 
ORGANIZATION 

Poll  of  Physicians  in  Area  XII  of  the  State 
of  Florida 

On  May  14,  1975  the  Secretary  of  the 
Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare  published  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  a  notice  in  which  he  annoimced  his 
intention  to  enter  into  an  agreement  with 
the  Dade-Monroe  Professional  Stand¬ 
ards  Review  Organization.  Inc.  designat¬ 
ing  it  as  the  Professional  Standards  Re¬ 
view  Organization  for  PSRO  Area  XQ, 
which  area  is  designated  a  Professional 
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Standards  Review  Organization  Area  in 
42  CFR  101.12. 

Such  notice  was  also  published  in  three 
consecutive  issues  of  the  Miami  Herald, 
Homestead  'South  Dade  Netos-Leader, 
and  the  Miami  Beach  Sun-Reporter  on 
May  14,  15,  and  16,  1975.  In  addition, 
copies  of  the  notice  were  mailed  to  or¬ 
ganizations  of  practicing  doctors  ot  med¬ 
icine  or  osteopathy,  including  the  ap¬ 
propriate  State  and  coimty  medical  and 
specialty  societies  and  hospitals  and 
other  health  care  facilities  in  the  area, 
with  a  request  that  each  such  society  or 
facility  inform  those  doctors  in  its  mem¬ 
bership  or  on  its  staff  w'ho  are  engaged 
in  active  practice  in  PSRO  Area  Xn 
of  the  contents  of  the  notice. 

The  notice  requested  that  any  licensed 
doctor  of  medicine  or  osteopathy  en¬ 
gaged  in  active  practice  in  PSRO  Area 
xn  who  objects  to  the  Secretary  enter¬ 
ing  into  an  agreement  with  the  Dade- 
Monroe  Professional  Standards  Review 
Organization,  Inc.  on  the  groimds  that 
such  organization  is  not  representative 
of  doctors  in  PSRO  Area  XU,  mall  such 
objection  in  writing  to  the  Dliuctor,  Of¬ 
fice  of  Professional  Standards  Review, 
Department  of  Health.  Education,  and 
Welfare,  P.O.  Box  1588,  FDR  Station, 
New  York,  New  York  10022,  on  or  before 
June  6, 1975. 

After  reviewing  the  final  tabulation  of 
objections  from  doctors  of  medicine  or 
osteopathy  in  PSRO  Area  Xn,  the  Sec¬ 
retary  has  determined,  pursuant  to  42 
CTR  101.105,  that  more  than  10  per- 
centum  of  the  doctors  engaged  in  the 
active  practice  of  medicine  or  osteopathy 
in  PSRO  Area  XH  have  expressed  timely 
objection  to  entering  into  an  agreement 
with  the  Dade-Monroe  Professional 
Standards  Review  Organization,  Inc. 

Therefore,  on  July  28,  1975  the  Secre¬ 
tary  will,  in  accordance  with  42  CFR 
101.106,  begin  to  conduct  a  poll  of  all 
doctors  of  medicine  or  osteopathy  who 
are  engaged  in  active  practice  In  PSRO 
Area  XH  to  determine  whether  the 
Dade-Monroe  Professional  Standards 
Review  Organization,  Inc,  is  representa¬ 
tive  of  such  doctors  in  the  area. 

Each  such  doctor  will  receive  a  ballot 
on  which  he  shall  indicate  whether  in 
his  opinion  the  Dade-Monroe  Profes¬ 
sional  Standards  Review  Organization, 
Inc.  is  or  is  not  representative  of  the  doc¬ 
tors  of  medicine  or  osteopathy  engaged 
in  active  practice  in  PSRO  Area  XII. 
Any  Ucensed  doctor  of  medicine  or 
ostec^iathy  engaged  in  active  practice  in 
PSRO  Area  XII  who  has  not  received  a 
ballot  by  August  4,  1975  may  request  in 
writing  a  ballot  by  August  11,  1975  from 
the  Secretary  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare,  P.O.  Box  1588,  FDR  Station, 
New  York,  New  York  10022.  Only  those 
ballots  postmarked  no  later  than  August 
27,  1975  and  returned  in  the  stamped 
self-addressed  envelope  provided  to  each 
individual  doctor  will  be  considered  valid. 

Dated:  July  21, 1975. 

John  E.  Marshall, 

Acting  Administrator, 
Health  Services  Administration. 

[FR  Doc.75-ie897  Filed  7-30-76;8:48  am] 
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Office  of  Education 

NATIONAL  ADVISORY  COUNCIL  ON 
VOCATIONAL  EDUCATION 

Meeting 

Notice  of  Public  Meeting  of  the 
Natkmal  Advisory  Council  on  Vocational 
Education  previously  published  stated 
that  the  meeting  would  be  held  on  August 

9. 1975.  Correction: 

Notice  is  hereby  glvwi,  pursuant  to 
Pub.  li.  92-463,  that  the  next  meeting  of 
the  National  Advisory  Council  on  Voca¬ 
tional  Education  will  be  held  on  August 
8.  1975,  from  3  pm.  to  6:30  pm.,  local 
time,  and  on  August  9,  1975,  from  9  am. 
to  5  p.m..  local  time,  at  the  Hyatt  Re¬ 
gency  House.  Chicago.  Hlinois. 

TThe  prcAX>sed  agenda  shall  remain  as 
published. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  on  July 

25. 1975. 

Reginald  Petty, 
Acting  Executive  Director. 

[FR  Doc.75-19885  FUed  7-30-15:8:45  am) 

DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Federal  Highway  Administration 
BAYONNE  BRIDGE,  ET  AL 

Order  Prescribing  informal  Corrference 

The  Federal  Highway  Administrator 
(hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  Admin¬ 
istrator)  has  received  14  complaints 
filed  pursuant  to  the  Bridge  Toll  Pro¬ 
cedural  Rules.  Part  310  of  49  CFR,  al¬ 
leging  that  increased  tolls  effective  May 
5,  1975,  for  the  Bayonne  Bridge,  George 
Washington  Bridge.  Goethals  Bridge  and 
Outerbridge  Crossing  (hereinafter  re¬ 
ferred  to  Eis  the  Bridges)  owned  and 
operated  by  the  Port  Authority  of  New 
York  and  New  Jersey  (hereinafter  re¬ 
ferred  to  as  the  Authority)  are  unrea¬ 
sonable  and  unjust  in  violation  of  sec¬ 
tion  4  of  the  Bridge  Act  of  1906,  33 
UB.C.  494.  The  Authority  has  responded 
to  the  complaints  and  the  Administrator 
through  his  staff  representatives  has 
conducted  the  investigation  provided  for 
in  49  (]!PR  310.5.  A  copy  of  the  investi¬ 
gation  report  is  attached  to  this  order 
and  made  a  part  thereof. 

The  Administrator  tentatively  finds 
from  his  review  of  the  compdaints  and 
the  staff  investigation  that  there  are  in¬ 
sufficient  grounds  for  initiating  formal 
adjudication  and  the  holding  of  public 
hearings.  In  lieu  of  public  hearings  the 
Administrator  invites  the  parties  of  rec¬ 
ord  in  this  proceeding,  pursuant  to  the 
Informal  conference  procedure  provided 
in  49  CFJl.  310.6,  to  an  informal  con¬ 
ference  for  the  purpose  of  resolving  the 
issues  without  the  necessity  of  further 
proceedings. 

Accordingly,  an  informal  conference 
will  be  held  on  Monday.  August  25,  1975, 
in  Room  305  Center  at  26  Federal  Plaza, 
New  York,  New  York.  The  informal  CMi- 
ference  wiU  commence  at  10  am.  Est. 
Mr.  David  E.  Wells,  Chief  Counsel  of  the 
Federal  Highway  Administration,  will 
preside  for  the  Administrator.  The  In¬ 
formal  wmference  will  be  open  to  the 
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public,  but  only  pcurties  of  record  who 
have  filed  a  formal  complaint  pursuant 
to  the  procedural  rules  lit  Part  310  of 
49  C?FR  will  be  allowed  to  participate  In 
the  discussions.  Federal,  State,  and  mu¬ 
nicipal  governmental  agencies  are  In¬ 
vited  to  formally  intervene  and  have 
their  representatives  attend  and  partici¬ 
pate  in  the  conference.  Formal  petitions 
of  intervention  will  not  be  accepted  after 
the  close  of  business  August  22,  1975. 
Such  petitions  should  be  mailed  to  the 
Office  of  the  Chief  Counsel,  Federal 
Highway  Administration,  400-7th  Street, 
SW.,  Room  4226,  Washington,  D.C. 
20590. 

Complainants  are  requested  to  bring 
to  the  conference  for  submission  to  the 
Federal  Highway  Administration’s  staff 
investigators  any  documentary  evidence 
they  may  have  bearing  on  the  Issues  in 
this  proceeding.  Written  statements  by 
experts  and  consultants  will  be  accepted. 
Memoranda  of  law  or  briefs  will  also  be 
accepted.  The  respondent  Authority  is 
requested  to  bring  one  copy  for  each 
party  of  record  of  the  written  material 
furnished  to  FHWA’s  staff  investigators 
and  any  other  written  material  it  may 
have  bearing  on  the  issues  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding. 

FHWA’s  staff  investigating  team  has 
been  directed  to  prepare  a  supplemental 
staff  Investigation  report  based  on  infor¬ 
mation  produced  by  the  informal  con¬ 
ference.  After  the  receipt  of  this  report 
and  review  of  the  investigation  file,  a 
final  order  with  respect  to  whether  this 
matter  will  be  set  down  for  public  hear¬ 
ing  will  be  Issued. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  this  25th 
day  of  July  1975. 

Norbert  T.  Tiemann, 
Federal  Highway  Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.75-19833  Piled  7-30-76;8:45  am] 

Federal  Highway  Administration 
National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration 
[Docket  No.  75-20;  Notice  1] 

CALIFORNIA 

Initiation  of  Sanctions  Proceedings 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  it  has  been 
decided  that  there  are  sufficient  grounds 
for  initiating  proceedings  to  determine 
whether  to  Invoke  highway  safety  pro¬ 
gram  sanctions  specified  in  23  U.S.C.  402 
against  the  State  of  California,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  procedures  of  23  CFR 
Part  1206. 

The  decision  to  initiate  proceedings  is 
made  in  accordance  with  internal  De¬ 
partmental  procedures.  Under  these  pro¬ 
cedures,  if  the  Administrator  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Hl^way  Administration  or  the  Na¬ 
tional  Highway  Traffic  Safety  Admin¬ 
istration  finds  a  situation,  relating  to 
one  of  the  standards  he  adinlnisters,  that 
appears  to  warrant  Initiation  of  sanction 
proceedings, 'he  notifies  the  other  Ad¬ 
ministrator.  If  the  other  Administrator 
does  not  oaicur  in  the  proposal  to  initiate 
proceedings,  the  matter  is  resolved  by  the 
Deputy  Secretary.  If  the  Deputy  Secre- 
taiy  determines  that  proceedings  should 
be  initiated,  both  Administrators  sign 
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and  issue  a  proposed  recommended  de- 
termlnatioa. 

Procedures  governing  the  imposition  of 
such  sanctions  were  published  on  May  31, 
1974,  as  Part  1206  in  TlUe  23,  Code  of 
Federal  Reenilations  (39  FR  19205) .  Sec¬ 
tion  1206.5  of  that  Part  requires  the  Ad¬ 
ministrators  to  notify  the  Governor  of 
the  affected  State  that  they  have  initi¬ 
ated  this  action  and  to  publish  a  notice 
to  that  effect  in  the  Federal  Register. 
The  Governor  of  California  was  duly 
notified  by  certified  letter  of  July  28, 1975, 
and  this  notice  constitutes  the  required 
public  notification. 

The  basis  for  the  proposed  action  is 
the  failure  of  California  to  enact  a  helmet 
law  for  motorcycle  drivers  and  pas¬ 
sengers,  as  required  by  Highway  Safety 
Program  Standard  No.  3,  Motorcycle 
Safety,  23  CFR  1204.4. 

The  rapid  growth  in  motorcycle  owner¬ 
ship  and  use  in  recent  years  has  been 
accompanied  by  an  increase  in  the  num¬ 
ber  of  injuries  amcxig  motorcyclists.  The 
use  of  protective  helmets  has  been  foimd 
to  be  the  most  effective  means  of  re¬ 
ducing  fatal  and  near-fatal  head  in¬ 
juries.  The  helmet’s  effectiveness  makes 
State  compliance  with  the  requirements 
of  Standard  No.  3  a  matter  of  particular 
urgMicy. 

A  Stete  that  lacks  an  approved  pro¬ 
gram  faces  sanctions  imder  the  Highway 
Safety  Act.  Section  402(c)  of  'HUe  23 
provides  that  highway  safety  funds  shall 
not  be  apportioned  under  Section  402  to 
any  State  that  is  not  implementing  an 
approved  highway  safety  program  and 
that  Federal-aid  highway  fimds  appK>r- 
tioned  under  23  U.S.C.  104  to  such  a  State 
shall  be  reduced  by  10  percent  until  the 
State  has  and  implements  an  approved 
program,  imless  the  Secretary  fin^  it  to 
be  in  the  public  interest  not  to  reduce  the 
apportionment.  The  rules  of  procedure 
(23  C?FR  1206.4(b)  (2) )  provide  that,  if 
the  Secretary  finds  that  a  State  has  fail¬ 
ed  to  comply  with  Federal  law  or  regu¬ 
lation  respecting  its  safety  program  or 
has  failed  to  implement  a  program  ap¬ 
proved  by  him,  he  may  withhold  pajrment 
to  the  State  on  account  of  (1)  the  State’s 
current  annual  highway  safety  work  pro¬ 
gram,  with  respect  to  obligations  incur¬ 
red  after  the  date  of  the  Secretary’s  de¬ 
termination  or  a  date  established  in  such 
determination,  whichever  is  later,  and 
(il)  the  State’s  subsequent  annual  high¬ 
way  safety  work  programs,  and  may  also 
withhold  approval  of  further  highway 
safety  programs  of  the  State,  imtil  the 
State  complies  or  takes  remedial  action  to 
the  satisfaction  of  the  Secretary,  as  ap¬ 
propriate. 

In  accordance  with  the  rules  of  pro¬ 
cedure  (23  CFR  1206.6) ,  a  public  hearing 
will  be  held  to  provide  Califomla  and  all 
interested  persons  an  oiHX>rtunlty  to  air 
their  views  fully  on  whether  the  sanc¬ 
tions  should  be  invoked.  The  hearing  vtdll 
be  held  at  the  Department  of  Transpor¬ 
tation  Headquarters  Building,  Room 
4234,  400  Seventh  Street,  SW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20590,  at  10:00  a.m.  on  Sep¬ 
tember  11,  1975. 

Written  comments  should  be  submit¬ 
ted  to  the  Docket  Section,  National 
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Highway  Traffic  Safety  Administration, 
Room  5108,  400  Seventh  Street,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20590,  not  later  than 
10  days  foU^lng  the  close  of  the  hear¬ 
ing.  Persons  who  Intend  to  make  oral 
statonents  at  the  hearing  should  submit 
their  request,  together  with  an  estimate 
of  the  time  required,  to  the  Presiding 
Officer,  Sanctions  Hearing  Board,  Room 
5219,  400  Seventh  Street,  SW..  Wash¬ 
ington.  D.C.  20590,  not  later  than  5  days 
before  the  hearing  date. 

(Sec.  101,  Pub.  L.  89-564,  80  Stat.  731;  23 
U.S.C.  402) . 

Issued  on  July  28,  1975. 

Jaues  B.  Gregory, 
Administrator,  National  Highway 
Traffic  Safety  Administration. 

Norbert  T.  Tiemann. 

Administrator,  Federal 

Highway  Administration. 

[PR  Doo.75-20028  Piled  7-29-76:3:37  pm] 

[Docket  No.  75-19;  Notice  1] 

ILLINOIS 

Initiaticn  of  Sanctions  Proceedings 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  it  has  been 
decided  that  there  are  sufficient  grounds 
for  initiating  proceedings  to  determine 
whether  to  invoke  highway  safety  pro¬ 
gram  sanctions  specified  in  23  UJ3.C.  402 
against  the  State  of  Illinois,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  procedures  of  23  CFR 
Part  1206. 

The  decision  to  initiate  proceedings  is 
made  in  accordance  with  internal  De¬ 
partmental  procedures.  Under  these  pro¬ 
cedures,  if  the  Administrator  of  the  Fed- 
cedures,  if  the  Administrator  of  the 
National  Highway  Traffic  Safety  Admin¬ 
istration  finds  a  situation,  relating  to  one 
of  the  standards  he  administers,  that  ap¬ 
pears  to  warrant  Initiation  of  sanction 
proceedings,  he  notifies  the  other  Ad¬ 
ministrator.  If  the  other  Administrator 
does  not  concur  in  the  proposal  to  initi¬ 
ate  proceedings,  the  matter  is  resolved 
by  the  Deputy  Secretary.  If  the  Deputy 
Secretary  determines  that  proceedings 
should  be  Intiated,  both  Administrators 
sign  and  issue  a  prqposed  recommended 
determination. 

Procedures  governing  the  imposition  of 
such  sanctions  were  published  on  May 
31, 1974,  as.  Part  1206  in  'Htle  23,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  (39  FR  19205).  Sec¬ 
tion  1206.5  of  that  Part  requires  the  Ad¬ 
ministrators  to  notify  the  Governor  of 
the  affected  State  that  they  have  ini¬ 
tiated  this  action  and  to  publish  a  no¬ 
tice  to  that  effect  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter.  The  Governor  of  Illinois  was  duly 
notified  by  certified  letter  of  July  28, 
1975,  and  this  notice  constitutes  the  re¬ 
quired  public  notification. 

The  basis  for  the  proposed  action  is 
the  failure  of  Illinois  to  enact  a  consti¬ 
tutionally  acceptable  helmet  law  for  mo¬ 
torcycle  drivers  and  passengers,  as  re¬ 
quired  by  Highway  Safety  Program 
Standard  No.  3.  Motorcycle  Safety,  23 
CFR  1204.4. 

The  rapid  growth  in  motorcycle  own¬ 
ership  and  use  in  recent  years  has  been 
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accompanied  by  an  increase  In  the  num> 
ber  of  injuries  among  motorcyclists.  The 
use  of  protective  helmets  has  been 
found  to  be  the  most  effective  means  of 
reducing  fatal  and  near-fatal  Injuries. 
The  helmet’s  effectiveness  makes  State 
compliance  with  the  requirements  of 
Standard  No.  3  a  matter  of  particular 
urgency. 

A  State  that  lacks  an  approved  pro¬ 
gram  faces  sanctions  under  the  High¬ 
way  Safety  Act.  Section  402(c)  of  Title 
23  provides  that  highway  safety  funds 
shall  not  be  apportioned  imder  Section 
402  to  any  State  that  is  not  implement¬ 
ing  an  approved  highway  safety  program 
and  that  Federal-aid  highway  funds  ap¬ 
portioned  imder  23  n.S.C.  104  to  such  a 
State  shall  be  reduced  by  10  percent  un¬ 
til  the  State  has  and  implements  an 
approved  program,  unless  the  Secretary 
finds  it  to  be  in  the  public  interest  not 
to  reduce  the  apportionment.  Hie  rules 
of  procedure  (23  CFTEl  1206.4(b)  (2) )  pro¬ 
vide  that,  if  the  Secretary  finds  that  a 
State  has  failed  to  comply  with  Federal 
law  or  regulation  respecting  its  safety 
program  or  has  failed  to  implement  a 
program  approved  by  him,  he  may  with¬ 
hold  payment  to  the  State  on  account 
of  (i)  the  State’s  current  annual  high¬ 
way  safety  work  program,  with  respect  to 
obligations  incurred  after  the  date  of 
the  Secretary’s  determination  or  a  date 
established  in  such  determination, 
whi(diever  is  later,  and  (ii)  the  State’s 
subsequent  annual  highway  safety  work 
programs,  and  may  also  withhold  ap¬ 
proval  of  further  highw'ay  safety  pro¬ 
grams  of  the  State,  until  t^  Stale  com¬ 
plies  or  takes  remedial  action  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  Secretary,  as  appro¬ 
priate. 

In  accordance  with  the  rules  of  pro¬ 
cedure  (23  FR  1206.6),  a  public  hearing 
will  be  held  to  provide  Illinois  and  all 
interested  persons  an  opportunity  to  air 
their  views  fully  on  whether  the  sanc¬ 
tions  should  be  invoked.  The  hearing  will 
be  hdd  at  the  Department  of  ’Transpor¬ 
tation  Headquarters  Building,  Room 
4234,  400  Seventh  Street,  SW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20590,  at  10:00  a.m.  on  Septem¬ 
ber  9, 1975. 

Written  comments  should  be  submitted 
to  the  Docket  Section,  National  High- 
wray  TraflQc  Safety  Administration,  Room 
5106,  400  Seventh  Street,  SW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20590,  not  later  than  10  days 
following  the  close  of  the  hearing.  Per- 
scxis  who  intend  to  make  oral  state¬ 
ments  at  the  hearing  should  submit  their 
request,  together  with  an  estimate  of  the 
time  required,  to  the  Presiding  Officer, 
Sanctions  Hearing  Board,  Room  5219, 
400  Seventh  Street,  SW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20590,  not  later  than  5  days  before 
the  hearing  date. 

(Sec.  101,  Pub.  L.  89-564.  80  Stat.  731;  23 
UJ5.C.402). 

Issued  on  July  28, 1975. 

James  B.  Gregory, 
Administmtor,  National  Hightoay 
Traffic  Safety  Administration. 

.  Norbert  T.  Tiemamn, 
Administrator,  Federal 
Highway  Administration. 

IFB  Doc.75-20029  Piled  7-29-75;3.37  am] 
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UTAH 

Initiation  of  Sanctions  Proceedings 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  it  has  been 
decided  tbat  there  are  sufficient  grounds 
for  initiating  pnxieedings  to  determine 
whether  to  invoke  highway  safety  pro¬ 
gram  sancti<xis  specified  in  23  UJ3.C. 
402  against  the  State  of  Utah,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  procedures  of  23  CFR 
Part  1206. 

The  decision  to  initiate  proceedings  is 
made  in  accordance  with  internal  De¬ 
partmental  procedures.  Under  these 
procedures,  if  the  Administrator  of  the 
Federal  Highway  Administration  or  the 
Nationsd  Highway  Traffic  Safety  Ad¬ 
ministration  finds  a  situation,  rdating 
to  one  of  the  standards  he  administers, 
that  appears  to  warrant  initiation  of 
sanction  proceedings,  he  notifies  the 
other  Administrator.  If  the  other  Ad¬ 
ministrator  does  not  concur  in  the  pro¬ 
posal  to  initiate  proceedings,  the  matter 
is  resolved  by  the  Deputy  Secretary.  If 
the  Deputy  Secretary  determines  that 
proceedings  should  be  initiated,  both 
Administrators  sign  and  Issue  a  pro¬ 
posed  recommended  determination. 

Procedures  governing  the  imposition 
of  such  sanctions  were  published  on 
May  31,  1974,  as  Part  1206  in  TiUe  23, 
C<x!e  of  Federal  Regulations  (39  FR 
19205).  Section  1206.5  of  that  Part  re¬ 
quires  the  Administrators  to  notify  the 
Governor  of  the  affected  State  that  they 
have  initiated  this  action  and  to  pub¬ 
lish  a  notice  to  that  effect  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register.  The  Governor  of  Utah 
was  duly  notified  by  certified  letter  of 
July  28,  1975,  and  this  notice  consti¬ 
tutes  the  required  public  notification. 

’The  basis  for  the  proposed  action  is 
the  failure  of  Utah  to  enact  a  fully  ef¬ 
fective  helmet  law  for  motorcycle  driv¬ 
ers  and  passengers,  as  required  by  High¬ 
way  Safety  Program  Standard  No.  3, 
Motorcycle  Safety.  23  CFR  1204.4.  Utah 
law  requires  helmet  usage  on  roads 
posted  for  maximum  speeds  of  35  mph 
or  higher,  but  not  elsewhere. 

’The  rapid  growth  in  motorcycle  own¬ 
ership  and  use  in  recent  years  has  been 
accompanied  by  an  increase  in  the 
number  of  injuries  among  motorcyclists. 
The  use  of  protective  helmets  has  been 
found  to  be  the  most  effective  means  of 
reducing  fatal  and  near-fatal  head  in¬ 
juries.  The  helmet’s  effectiveness  maJees 
State  compliance  with  the  full  require¬ 
ments  of  Standard  No.  3  a  matter  of 
particular  urgency. 

A  State  that  lacks  an  approved  pro¬ 
gram  faces  sanctions  under  the  High¬ 
way  Safety  Act.  Section  402(c)  of  Title 
23  provides  that  highway  safety  funds 
shaU  not  be  apportioned  under  Section 
402  to  any  State  that  is  not  implement¬ 
ing  an  approved  highway  safety  program 
and  that  Federal-aid  highway  funds  ap¬ 
portioned  under  23  U.S.C.  104  to  such  a 
State  shall  be  reduced  by  ten  percent 
until  the  State  has  and  implements  an 
approved  program,  unless  the  Secretary 
finds  It  to  be  in  the  public  Interest  not 
to  reduce  the  apportionment.  The  rules 
of  procedure  (23  CFR  1206.4(b)(2)) 
provide  that,  if  the  Secretary  finds  that 


a  State  has  failed  to  comply  with  Federal 
law  or  regulation  respecting  its  safety 
program  or  has  failed  to  implement  a 
program  approved  by  him,  he  may  with¬ 
hold  payment  to  the  State  on  account  of 
(I)  the  State’s  current  annual  highway 
safety  work  program,  with  respect  to 
obligations  Incurred  after  the  date  of 
the  Secretary’s  determination  or  a  date 
established  in  such  determination, 
whichever  is  later,  and  (ii)  the  State’s 
subsequent  annual  highway  safety  work 
programs,  and  may  also  withhold 
approval  of  further  highway  safety  pro¬ 
grams  of  the  State,  imtil  the  State  com¬ 
plies  or  takes  remedial  action  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  Secretary,  as  appro¬ 
priate. 

In  accordance  with  the  rules  of  pro¬ 
cedure  (23  CTPR  1206.6),  a  public  hear¬ 
ing  will  be  held  to  provide  Utah  and  all 
Interested  persons  an  opportunity  to  air 
their  views  fully  on  whether  the  sanc¬ 
tions  should  be  invoked.  The  hearing 
will  be  held  at  the  Department  of  Trans¬ 
portation  Headquarters  Building,  Room 
2230,  400  Seventh  Street.  SW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20590,  at  10:00  a.m.  on  Sep¬ 
tember  4,  1975. 

Written  comments  should  be  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  Docket  Section,  National 
Highway  Traffic  Safety  Administration, 
R(X)m  5108,  400  Seventh  Street,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20590,  not  later  than 
ten  (10)  days  following  the  close  of  the 
hearing.  Persons  who  Intend  to  make  oral 
statements  at  the  hearing  should  submit 
their  request,  together  with  an  estimate 
of  the  time  required,  to  the  Presiding 
Officer,  Sanctions  Hearing  Board,  Room 
5219,  400  Seventh  Street,  SW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20590,  not  later  than  5  days 
before  the  hearing  date. 

(Sec.  101,  Pub.  L.  89-564,  80  Stat.  731;  23 
U.S.C.  402) . 

Issued  on  July  28,  1975. 

Norbert  T.  Tiemann, 
Administrator,  Federal 
Highway  Administration. 

James  B.  Gregory, 

Administrator,  National  Hightoay 
Traffic  Safety  Administration. 

IFR  Doc.76-20030  PUeU  7-29-76; 3:37  pm) 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

(Docket  27573  Agreement  C.A.B.  25280  R  1 
through  R-20;  Order  75-7-126] 

INTERNATIONAL  AIR  TRANSPORT 
ASSOCIATION 

Agreement  Filed;  Composite  Cargo  Rate 
Matters 

Lssued  under  delegated  authority  July 
25,  1975.  Agreement  adopted  by  the 
’Traffic  Conferences  of  the  International 
Air  Transport  Association  relating  to 
composite  cargo  rate  matters. 

An  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Board,  pursuant  to  section  412(a)  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (the  Act) 
and  Part  261  of  the  Board’s  Economic 
Regulations,  between  various  air  carriers, 
foreign  air  carriers,  and  other  carriers, 
embodied  in  the  resolutions  of  the  Joint 
Traffic  (Conferences  of  the  International 
Air  Transport  Association  (lATA) .  The 
agreement,  adopted  at  the  1975  Compos- 
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Ite  Cargo  TrafiBc  Conference  held  diirlng 
May-June  at  Nice,  would  establish  cer¬ 
tain  cargo  procedutes.  rates  and  ancil¬ 
lary  charges  for  worldwide  application 
through  September  30, 1977. 

The  agreement  would  revalidate  with¬ 
out  change  numerous  resolutions  gov¬ 
erning  charges  for  ancillary  services 
such  as  disbursemervts,  staUs  and  at¬ 
tendants  accompanying  consignments; 
rate  matters  such  as  live  animal  rates; 
and  procedures  such  as  general  rules  for 
construction  of  cargo  rates,  proratlcm  of 
Involuntarily  rerouted  consignments  and 
special  rules  for  currency  conversion. 
Excess  valuation  and  C.O.D.  charges 
would  remain  essentially  unchanged 
with  regrard  to  trafflc  to/from  the  United 
States.  Other  changes  are  mostly  of  a 
technical  or  procedural  nature  and  In¬ 
clude  revised  021b  rates  of  exchange  re¬ 
flecting  the  decreased  value  of  the  U.S. 
dollar  vis-a-vis  the  Australian  dollar  and 
related  currencies,  new  escape  proce¬ 
dures  to  the  resolution  governing  mem¬ 
ber  performance  of  cargo  charters  to  ap¬ 
ply  In  all  areas  except  within  the  Pacific, 
revisions  to  Unit  Load  Device  Board 
voting  procedures,  amalgamation  of  ex¬ 
isting  area  resolutions  setting  forth  pro¬ 
cedures  and  general  rules  for  use  of  unit 
load  devices  Into  a  single  worldwide  re¬ 
solution  and  provisions  for  a  special 
meeting  before  March  30,  1976  to  dis¬ 
cuss  carrier  problems  relating  to  unre¬ 
stricted  trucking  of  International  air 
freight  within  the  United  States  at  air 
freight  rates. 

The  purpose  of  this  order  is  to  estab¬ 
lish  procedural  dates  for  the  receipt  of 
justification,  comments  and  replies  re¬ 
lating  to  the  composite  resolutions.  In 
their  submissions,  the  carriers  are  spec¬ 
ifically  requested  to  address  the  follow¬ 
ing  points.  The  wording  of  Resolution 
503,  governing  charges  for  excess  valua¬ 
tion.  Is  very  ambiguous  and  open  to  mis¬ 
interpretation  with  regard  to  final  deter¬ 
mination  of  the  fee  to  be  charged  the 
shipper  and,  indeed,  the  lATA  docu¬ 
mentation  reveals  that  certain  carriers 
likewise  share  this  view.  Accordingly,  we 
require  clarification  from  the  carriers  as 
to  whether  the  shipper's  fee  would  be 
based  upon  .4  percent  of  that  value  in 
excess  of  the  basic  liability  amount  spec¬ 
ified  in  the  Warsaw  Convention  as  indi¬ 
cated  in  paragraph  3  of  Resolution  503  or 
be  based  upon  .4  percent  of  total  ship¬ 
per’s  declared  value  for  carriage  as  indi¬ 
cated  in  paragraph  4  of  that  resolution. 
The  Board  has  long  held  that  charges  for 
excess  valuation  be  assessed  on  (and 
therefore  be  related  to)  only  that  amount 
by  which  a  shipment’s  value  exceeds  the 
•  amoimt  of  the  carrier’s  basic  liability  in 
this  case  equal  to  the  amoimt  specified 
in  the  Warsaw  Convention.  Finally,  we 
expect  clear,  adequate  and  detailed  cost 
justification,  refiecting  each  carrier’s 
methodology  in  determination  of  the 
final  fee,  for  the  ,4  percent  (40  cents  per 
$100)  charge  itself  as  well  as  for  the  one 
dollar  minimum  charge  per  consign¬ 
ment. 

In  addition,  althouidi  the  Board’s 
policy  statement,  issued  prior  to  the  Nice 
Conference,  urged  the  carriers  to  adopt 


some  form  of  routing  control  to  prevent 
undue  erosion  of  carrier  yields  brougdit 
about  by  circuitous  routings  via  higher- 
rated  intermediate  points,  we  note  that 
the  instant  agreement  contains  no  such 
provisions,  and  expect  the  carrier’s  sub- 
mlssicms  to  address  this  situation.  Lastly, 
we  expect  the  premiiun  rates  for  live 
anlmtds  and  birds  to  be  supported  by 
adequate  cost  data  based  upon  the  car¬ 
riers’  experience  during  the  year  for 
which  the  present  rates  have  been  in 
effect. 

Accordingly,  It  is  ordered.  That; 

1.  All  Unlt^  States  air  carrier  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  International  Air  ’Transport 
Association  shall  file  within  fifteen  cal¬ 
endar  days  after  the  date  of  service  of 
this  order,  full  documentation  and  eco¬ 
nomic  justification  in  support  of  the 
subject  agreement; 

2.  Northwest  Airlines,  Inc.  and  Sea¬ 
board  World  Airlines,  Inc.  shall  file  with¬ 
in  fifteen  calendar  days  after  date  of 
service  of  this  order  data  related  to  that 
required  of  the  lATA  carriers; 

3.  Comments  and  objections  from  in¬ 
terested  persons  and  parties  shall  be  sub¬ 
mitted  thirty  calendar  days  after  the 
date  of  service  of  this  order; 

4.  Replies  to  submissions  received  in 
response  to  ordering  paragraphs  1  and 
2  above  and  replies  to  comments  received 
pursuant  to  ordering  paragraph  3  above 
shall  be  submitted  within  forty-five 
calendar  days  after  the  date  of  service 
of  this  order;  and 

5.  Insofar  as  air  transportation  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Act  is  concerned,  tariffs  im¬ 
plementing  the  subject  agreement  shall 
not  be  filed  in  advance  of  Board  approval 
of  the  subject  agreement. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

[SEAL]  Edwin  Z.  Holland, 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doc .75  19892  filed  7-30-76:8:45  am] 


[Docket  27970] 

NIGERIA  AIRWAYS,  LIMITED  FOREIGN 
PERMIT  RENEWAL  (NIGERIA-U.S.) 

Notice  of  Hearing 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958,  as  amended,  that  a  hearing  in  the 
above-entitled  proceeding  will  be  held 
on  September  4,  1975,  at  10  a.m.  (local 
time)  in  Room  503,  Universal  Building, 
1825  Connecticut  Avenue,  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  before  Administrative  Law 
Judge  Dee  C.  Blythe. 

For  information  concerning  the  issues 
Involved  and  other  details  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding,  interested  persons  are  referred 
to  the  prehearing  conference  report 
served  on  July  25,  1975,  and  other  docu¬ 
ments  which  are  in  the  docket  of  this 
proceeding  on  file  in  the  Docket  Section 
of  the  Civil  Aeronautical  Board. 

Dated  at  Washington.  D.C.,  July  28. 
1975. 

[SEALl  Dee  C.  Blythe, 

Administrative  Law  Judge. 

IPR  Doc.75-19868  FUed  7-30-75;8:46  am] 


[Order  75-7-128;  Dockets  20724,  28115] 

REMANDED  ATIANTA-DETROIT/CLEVE- 

LAND/CINCINNATt  INVESTIGATION 

AND  MIDWEST  ATLANTA  COMPETITIVE 

SERVICE  CASE 

Order  Instituting  Investigation 

Adopted  by  the  Cfivll  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C.. 
on  the  28th  day  of  July,  1975. 

By  Order  74-5-18,  May  3,  1974,  the 
Board  denied  all  applications  for  compet¬ 
itive  authority  in  the  Detroit/Cleveland/ 
Clncinnati-Atlanta  markets  at  issue  in 
Docket  20724  and  terminated  the  investi¬ 
gation.  ’The  Board’s  decision  rested,  in 
large  part,  on  a  need  to  avoid  duplica¬ 
tive  operations  at  a  time  when,  broause 
of  the  stringency  of  fuel  requirements, 
new  competitive  carriers  could  have  been 
required  to  eliminate  equivalent  filght 
mileages  elsewhere  on  their  systems  in 
order  to  provide  the  new  competitive 
service.  In  reaching  its  decision,  the 
Board  indicated  as  follows: 

•  •  •  [IJt  la  not  necessary  to  determine 
whether  the  Administrative  Law  Judge,  at  a 
time  when  the  acute  [fuel]  scarcity  had  not 
yet  developed,  accurately  appraised  the  par¬ 
ticular  facts  of  this  case  and  correctly  applied 
to  them  the  declslonsd  standards  derived 
from  the  Board’s  prlnr  route  decisions.  Nor 
is  It  appropriate  at  this  time  to  vmdertake 
a  comprehensive  reappraisal  of  these  deci¬ 
sional  standards. 

•  •  •  (U]nder  present  conditions,  the  elab¬ 
orate  calculus  of  the  Board’s  prior  route 
decisions  becmnes  almost  entirely  irrelevant, 
and  in  a  case  like  the  present  one  the  fuel 
shortage  and  Its  consequences  alone  preclude 
a  finding  that  the  public  convenience  and 
necessity  require  the  introduction  of  new 
competitive  service  at  this  time  In  the  three 
markets  at  Issue  •  *  •.  [IJt  seems  better  to 
terminate  the  present  proceeding  by  denying 
all  pending  appUcatlons  at  this  time,  with¬ 
out  prejudice  to  the  Institution  of  a  new 
proceeding  at  a  later,  more  auspicious  time 
to  deal  with  some  or  all  of  these  markets 
*  *  *.  Whether,  and  If  so.  when  such  a  new 
investigation  will  be  Instituted  will  depend 
on  the  facts  disclosed  at  the  time  *  *  *. 

’The  Board’s  decision  is  the  subject  of  a 
judicial  review  proceeding  docketed  by 
Eastern  Air  Lines  which  is  now  pending 
In  the  United  States  Court  of  Appeals 
for  the  District  of  Columbia  Circuit, 
Eastern  Air  Lines  v.  CAB,  D.C.  Clr.  No, 
74-1664. 

On  April  21,  1975.  Eastern  Air  Lines 
filed  motions  with  the  Board  requesting 
(a)  a  reexamination  of  the  need  for 
service  in  the  three  markets  and  (b)  a 
disclosure  of  service  segment  data  by  the 
incumbent  carriers.  Eastern  asserts,  in 
general,  that  the  Board’s  earlier  decision 
did  not  address  the  question  of  the  need 
for  service  on  the  merits,  that  the  mar¬ 
kets  are  among  the  largest  monopoly 
markets  in  the  country,  and  that  it  is 
now  an  appropriate  time  for  the  Board  to 
consider  whether  the  public  convenience 
and  necessity  require  competitive  serv¬ 
ice.  Eastern  argues.  In  addition,  that  the 
service  segment  data  is  germane  to  a  full 
examination  of  these  questions. 

Answers  in  support  of  Eastern’s  re¬ 
quests  have  been  filed  by  the  City  of  De- 
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trolt,*  the  City  and  Chamber  of  Com¬ 
merce  of  Atlanta,  the  City  of  Cincinnati.* 
North  Central  Airlines,  and  Southern 
Airways.  Answers  in  opposition  were 
filed  by  United  Air  Lines  and  Delta  Air 
Lines.  United  argties  that  Eastern’s  mo- 
ti(m  should  be  dismissed  as  an  untimely 
filed  petition  for  reconsideration  while 
Delta  contends  that  these  markets 
should  not  receive  priority  treatment 
over  other  markets.  In  addition.  United 
argues  that  disclosure  of  service  segment 
data  would  be  inappropriate  imder  the 
standards  of  §  241.19-6<b)  (1)  since  that 
section  refers  only  to  a  “proceeding  be¬ 
fore  the  Board  •  •  •”  while  the  ciu-rent 
case  is  before  the  court. 

Upon  consideration  of  the  matters  pre¬ 
sent^,  the  Board  has  decided  to  i^ti- 
tute  a  new  proceeding  to  determine 
whether  the  public  convenience  and 
necessity  require  the  authorization  of 
ccHnpetltlve  nonstop  service  in  the  At¬ 
lanta  -  Detroit  /  Cleveland  /  Cincinnati 
markets.  The  four  cities  involved  are 
among  the  country’s  largest  in  terms  of 
population  and  air  traffic  generation,  and 
the  Detroit-Atlanta  and  Cleveland-At- 
lanta  markets  are  the  fourth  and  sixth 
largest  monopoly  markets  in  the  coim- 
try.  An  administrative  law  Judge,  follow¬ 
ing  extensive  hearings,  concluded  that 
competitive  service  was  required  and  the 
Board’s  decision  denied  the  applications 
on  highly  unique  grounds,  specifically 
recognizing  that  institution  of  a  new 
proceeding  might  well  be  appropriate  at 
a  more  auspicious  time.  We  believe  it  is 
now  time  to  address  the  fundamental 
economic  issues  and  that  these  markets, 
imder  any  reasonable  criteria,  w'arrant 
examination.* 

We  have  determined  that  the  release 
of  the  relevant  service  segment  data  is 
in  the  public  interest  since  such  data 
are  clearly  relevant  and  material  to  the 
issues  in  the  newly  instituted  investiga¬ 
tion.  The  Bureau  of  Operating  Rights  is 
charged  with  the  responsibility  of  mak¬ 
ing  available  to  all  parties  to  the  pro¬ 
ceeding  data  with  respect  to  the  nonstop 
and  other  direct  services  in  the  three 
relevsmt  markets  and  such  data  may  be 
introduced  into  evidence,  subject  to  the 
normal  rules  of  admissibility.* 


^Clty  of  Detroit,  County  of  Wayne  and 
Board  of  County  Bead  Commissions,  and 
Greater  Detroit  Chtunber  of  Commerce.  The 
Answer  was  filed  late  but  was  accompanied 
by  a  motion  for  leave  to  file.  We  shall  grant 
the  motion. 

•City  of  Cincinnati,  Cincinnati  Chamber 
of  Commerce,  and  the  Kenton  County  Air¬ 
port  Board. 

•In  view  of  the  unique  decisional  posture 
of  this  proceeding,  we  do  not  believe  that 
Eastern's  motion  Is  Improper.  Although  the 
institution  of  a  new  proceeding  does  not,  In 
terms,  affect  Order  74-6-18,  now  before  the 
Court  of  Appeals,  we  shall  nonetheless  Insti¬ 
tute  the  new  proceeding  subject  to  any 
necessary  permission  from  the  court. 

«We  wish  to  Include  In  evidence  service 
segment  data  with  respect  to  all  segments 
between  the  points  at  issue  when  service  is 
provided  on  a  nonstop,  one-6t<^,  or  multi¬ 
stop  basis,  commencing  calendar  year  1973. 


We  have  concluded,  as  a  threshold 
matter,  that  the  proceeding  Instituted 
herein  is  not  “a  major  Federal  action 
significantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment’’  within  the  mean¬ 
ing  of  the  National  Environmental 
Policy  Act  of  1969  (NEPA).  In  a  case 
such  as  this,  all  prospective  environ¬ 
mental  effects,  direct  and  secondary, 
proceed  from  changes  in  aircraft  sched¬ 
ules  and  levels  of  service.  In  our  view, 
environmentally  significant  changes  in 
schedules  or  service  levels  are  unlikely 
to  occur  should  new  service  be  author¬ 
ized  in  any  of  the  markets  at  issue. 

The  limited  potential  for  increased 
frequencies  as  a  result  of  this  case  must 
be  placed  against  the  overall  level  of  air¬ 
craft  operations  at  the  cities  involved. 
It  is  estimated  that  during  FY  1976,  the 
main  Atlanta  airport,  which  is  a  major 
hub.  will  experience  561,000  aircraft  op¬ 
erations  (over  1500  per  day),  the  main 
Cleveland  airport  will  experience  268.000 
operations  (over  700  per  day),  the  Cin¬ 
cinnati  airport  will  expertence  almost 
200,000  operations  (over  500  per  day), 
and  the  main  Detroit  airport  will  ex¬ 
perience  279,000  operations  (over  750  per 
day).*  In  the  earlier  proceeding  appli¬ 
cants  proposed  no  more  than  six  daily 
round  trips  in  any  one  market,  and  such 
level  of  service  would  not  lead  to  any 
more  than  very  minor  environmental 
•changes,  even  if  the  incumbent  car¬ 
riers  maintain  their  current  levels  of 
schedules. 

Our  preliminary  conclusion  is  with¬ 
out  prejudice  to  the  presentation  of  en¬ 
vironmental  data  by  Interested  persons 
and  we  encourage  such  presentation 
consistent  with  the  usual  rules  of  evi¬ 
dence  in  Board  proceedings.  In  particu¬ 
lar.  we  wish  the  applicants  to  indicate 
the  amount  of  fuel  likely  to  be  required 
by  their  proposals,  and  where  such  fuel 
will  be  obtained,  including  whether  or 
not  other  services  will  have  to  be  cur¬ 
tailed. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That: 

1.  A  proceeding,  hereinafter  entitled 
the  Midwest-Atlanta  Competitive  Serv¬ 
ice  Case,  be  and  it  hereby  is  instituted 
in  Docket  28115; 

2.  The  proceeding  shall  determine 
whether  the  public  convenience  and 
necessity  require  the  authorization  of 
competitive  nonstop  service  between  At¬ 
lanta,  (Georgia,  on  the  one  hand,  and 
(Cleveland  and  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  and 
Detroit,  Michigan,  on  the  other,  and,  if 
so,  which  carrier  or  carriers  shall 
be  authorized  to  provide  the  required 
service:  Provided  however,  that  carriers 
not  holding  on-segment  authority  be¬ 
tween  or  among  Cleveland,  Detroit  or 
Cincinnati  may  not  deplane  at  one  of 
said  points,  persons,  property,  or  mall 
enplaned  at  another  of  said  points;  * 


*  Terminal  Area  Forecast.  1976-1986,  De¬ 
partment  of  Transportation,  FAA  OtBce  of 
Aviation  Economics,  Aviation  Forecast  Divi¬ 
sion,  July  1973. 

•  We  leave  for  the  development  of  the  rec¬ 
ord  the  issue  of  whether  aify  award  shall  be 
made  in  the  form  of  a  separate  segment  or 
segments. 


3.  Any  award  in  this  proceeding  shall 
be  ineligible  for  subsidy; 

4.  This  proceeding  shall  be  set  down 
for  hearing  before  an  administrative  law 
judge  of  the  Board  at  a  time  and  place 
to  be  hereafter  designated; 

5.  Applications,  motions  to  consoli¬ 
date,  and  motions  or  petitions  for  re¬ 
consideration  of  this  order  shall  be  filed 
no  later  than  28  days  after  the  date  of 
service  of  this  order,  and  answers  to  such 
pleadings  shall  be  filed  no  later  ^an  14 
days  thereafter; 

6.  The  motion  of  the  Detroit  Parties 
to  late-file  its  answer  be  and  it  hereby 
is  granted; 

7.  Service  segment  data  with  respect 
to  nonstop  and  other  direct  services  be¬ 
tween  and  among  the  four  points  In  Issue 
shall  be  made  available  to  all  parties  to 
Docket  28115; 

8.  Except  to  the  extent  granted  herein, 
all  motions  or  requests  be  and  they  here¬ 
by  are  denied;  and 

9.  This  order  shall  be  served  on  the 
Environmental  Protection  Agency;  the 
Council  on  Environmental  Quality;  the 
Georgia  Natural  Areas  Council,  7  Hunter 
Street,  S.W.,  Atlanta,  (Georgia  30303;  the 
Michigan  Department  of  Natural  Re¬ 
sources.  Mason  Building.  Lansing,  Mich¬ 
igan  48926;  and  the  Ohio  Department  of 
Natural  Resources,  907  Ohio  Depart¬ 
ments  Building,  Columbus,  Ohio  43215. 

This  order  shall  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Cfivll  Aeronautics  Board: 

[SEAL]  Edwin  Z.  Holland, 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.75-19898  Piled  7-30-75; a; 45  am] 


PAKISTAN  INTERNATIONAL  AIRLINES 
CORP.  FOREIGN  AIR  CARRIER  PERMIT 

(Docket  26968) 

Hearing 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958,  as  amended,  that  a  hearing  in 
the  above-entitled  proceeding  (40  FR 
29752,  July  15,  1975)  will  be  held  on 
August  1,  1975,  at  10  am.  (local  time) 
in  Room  503,  Universal  Building,  1825 
Connecticut  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington. 
D.C.,  before  Administrative  Law  Judge 
Richard  M.  Hartsock. 

For  information  concerning  the  issues 
involved  and  other  details  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding,  interested  persons  are  referred 
to  the  prehearing  conference  report 
dated  July  29, 1975,  and  other  documents 
which  are  in  the  docket  of  this  proceed¬ 
ing  on  file  in  the  Docket  Section  of  the 
(Tivil  Aeronautics  Board. 

Dated  at  Washington.  D.C.,  July  29, 
1975. 

[seal]  Richard  M.  Hartsock, 

Administrative  Law  Judge. 

(PR  Doc.76-20070  Filed  7-30-76;8:46  am) 
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CONSUMER  PRODUCT  SAFETY 
COMMISSION 

GLASS  CONTAINERS  FOR  MALT 
BEVERAGES 

Denial  of  Petition 

Section  10  of  the  Consiuner  Product 
Safety  Act  (Pub.  L.  92-573,  86  Stat  1217; 
15  U.S.C.  2059)  provides  that  any  In¬ 
terested  person  may  petition  the  Con¬ 
sumer  Product  Safety  Commission  to 
commence  a  proceeding  for  the  issuance 
of  a  consumer  product  safety  rule.  Sec¬ 
tion  10  also  provides  that  if  the  Commis¬ 
sion  denies  such  petition,  it  shall  publish 
in  the  Federal  Register  its  reasons  for 
such  denial. 

On  October  22,  1973,  the  Commission 
received  a  petition  from  the  Adolph 
Coors  Company  of  Grolden,  Colorado,  re¬ 
questing  the  Commission  to  initiate  a 
proceeding  under  section  7  of  the  act 
(86  Stat.  1212;  15  U.S.C.  2056)  to  de¬ 
velop  a  consumer  product  safety  stand¬ 
ard  applicable  to  glass  containers  for 
malt  beverages. 

On  April  17  and  18,  1974,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  conducted  a  public  hearing  to  ob¬ 
tain  Information  on  risks  of  Injury  asso¬ 
ciated  with  glass  containers  for  products 
under  pressure  such  as  carbonated  soft 
drinks  as  well  as  malt  beverages.  The 
transcript  of  that  hearing,  and  copies  of 
the  petition  and  all  other  Relevant  docu¬ 
ments,  including  the  briefing  package 
prepared  by  the  Commission  staff,  which 
were  considered  by  the  Commission  in 
this  matter  are  available  for  Inspection 
in  the  OfiBce  of  the  Secretary,  1750  K 
Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

In  its  petition,  Coors  alleged  that  ran¬ 
dom  sampling  and  inspection  before  fill¬ 
ing  of  glass  bottles  disclosed  frequent 
occurrences  of  one  or  more  safety-related 
defects  in  approximately  26  i>ercent  of 
all  Incoming  lots  of  bottles  and  that  sub¬ 
stantial  extra  costs  are  incurred  to  avoid 
use  of  defective  bottles.  Coors  expressed 
the  opinion  that  because  of  the  large 
number  of  defective  bottles  received  from 
suppliers,  a  significant  quantity  of  filled 
bottles  containing  malt  beverages  which 
are  offered  for  sale  to  consumers  may 
have  defects  which  are  not  detected  by 
Coors’  sampling  and  inspection  process, 
and  could  create  substantlsd  risk  of  in¬ 
jury  to  the  public.  The  petition  also 
stated  that  quality  standards  and  speci¬ 
fications  established  by  manufacturers  of 
glass  containers  are  arbitrary  and  in¬ 
adequate,  and  that  attempts  by  Coors  to 
develop  a  volimtary  standard  for  bot*le 
fillers  through  trade  associations  have 
been  unsuccessful. 

To  assist  its  evaluation  of  the  Coors 
petition.  Commission  staff  analyzed  in¬ 
jury  data,  industry  malt  bottle  specifica¬ 
tions,  bottle  specifications  submitted  by 
Coors  and  the  transcript  of  testimony 
submitted  to  the  Commission  hearing. 

Recommended  Brewing  Industry  Beer 
and  Ale  Bottle  Purchase  Specifications. 
a  publication  of  the  United  States  Brew¬ 
ers  Association,  Inc.,  was  compared  with 
the  spedficatlcms  for  glass  bottles  used 
by  Adolph  Coors  Company.  Association 
specifications  recommend  that  bottles 


withstand  an  internal  pressure  of  at  least 
150  pounds  per  square  Inch,  whereas  the 
specifications  used  by  the  petitioner  re¬ 
quire  that  bottles  withstand  an  internal 
pressure  of  at  least  100  pounds  per  square 
Inch.  Thus,  with  respect  to  the  criterion 
of  ability  to  withstand  internal  pressure, 
the  bottle  specifications  recommended 
by  the  Association  are  more  stringent 
than  the  specifications  used  by  the  peti¬ 
tioner.  The  added  strength  required  by 
Association  specifications  may  be  dic¬ 
tated  by  the  high  temperatures  needed 
for  pasteurizing  malt  beverages.  These 
high  temperatures  may  eliminate  many 
faulty  boWes  from  a  brewer’s  production 
line  and  thereby  provide  a  higher  level  of 
protection  than  might  be  available  with 
bottles  manufactured  according  to  Coors 
specifications.  It  should  be  noted,  how¬ 
ever,  that  because  the  Coors’  product  is 
not  pasteurized,  their  filled  bottles  do  not 
have  to  be  subjected  to  the  high  tem¬ 
peratures  needed  for  i>asteurization. 

The  National  Electronic  Injury  Sur¬ 
veillance  System  (NEISS)  did  not  report 
injuries  associated  with  malt  beverage 
bottles  as  a  separate  product  category 
imtil  July  1,  1974.  For  the  period  July  1, 
1974  through  December  31,  1974,  170  in¬ 
juries  associated  with  malt  beverage  bot¬ 
tles  were  reported.  Reported  for  the  same 
period  were:  628  injuries  associated  with 
carbonated  soft  drink  bottles  and  661  in¬ 
juries  associated  with  non-pressurized 
glass  bottles.  Thus,  malt  beverage  bottles 
were  associated  with  about  12%  of  the 
injuries,  even  though  they  account  for  an 
estimated  20%  of  the  glass  containers 
used  annually  by  consumers.  A  search  of 
all  in-depth  investigation  reports  asso¬ 
ciated  with  glass  containers  disclosed 
only  two  injuries  associated  with  malt 
beverage  bottles,  and  the  bottles  in  ques¬ 
tion  had  been  broken  before  the  injury 
had  occurred.  Letters  from  consumers 
in  Commission  files  concerning  the  sub¬ 
ject  of  exploding  bottles  do  not  contain 
any  reports  of  exploding  malt  beverage 
bottles. 

Transcript  of  Hearing.  Testimony  at 
the  CTSC  public  hearing  regarding  the 
safety  of  glass  containers  for  products 
imder  pressure  held  on  April  17  and  18, 
1974,  indicated  that  Coors  received  no 
consumer  complaints  on  injuries  asso¬ 
ciated  with  their  bottled  products  for  all 
of  1973,  and  few  complaints  in  the  pre¬ 
ceding  year. 

After  consideration  of  the  petition,  the 
testimony  presented  at  the  hearing,  and 
the  information  developed  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  staff  in  this  matter,  the  (Com¬ 
mission  concludes,  at  this  time,  that  an 
unreasonable  risk  of  injury  to  consumers 
associated  with  glass  containers  used  for 
malt  beverages  does  not  appear  to  exist. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  section  10(d) 
of  the  Consumer  Product  Safety  Act 
(Pub.  L.  92-573,  86  Stat  1217;  15  U.S.C. 
2059(d)),  notice  is  hereby  given  of  the 
Commission’s  denial  of  the  above-de¬ 
scribed  Adolph  Coors  Company  petition. 

Dated;  July  25,  1975. 

Saotb  E.  Dunn, 
Secretary,  Consumer  Product 

Safety  Commission. 

[PR  Doc.75-19916  Piled  7-30-76;8:45  am) 


DEFENSE  MANPOWER  COMMISSION 

MEETING 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub.  L.  92- 
463),  notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Commissioners  of  the  Defense  Manpower 
Commission  will  meet  on  August  15. 1975 
at  9:00  a.m.  in  the  New  Executive  Office 
Building,  Room  2008,  726  Jackson  Place, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20036. 

’The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  pub¬ 
lic.  Because  of  limited  space,  interested 
persons  wishing  to  attend  should  tele¬ 
phone  (202)  254-7803  prior  to  this 

meeting. 

Dated:  July  25,  1975. 

Paul  C.  Keenan,  Jr., 
Deputy  Executive  Director. 

(PR  Doc.75-19829  PUed  7-30-75:8:15  am] 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

IFRL  407-4] 

AMBIENT  AIR  MONITORING  REFERENCE 
AND  EQUIVALENT  METHODS 

Receipt  of  Application  for  Reference  or 
Equivalent  Method  Determination 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  Jime  6, 
1975,  the  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  received  an  application  from 
Meloy  Laboratories,  Inc.,  Springfield, 
Virginia,  to  determine  if  its  Model 
OA325-2  and  OA350-2  ambient  ozone 
analyzers  and  its  Model  SA185-2A  am¬ 
bient  SOt  analyzer  should  be  designated 
by  the  Administrator  of  the  EPA  as  ref¬ 
erence  or  equivalent  methods  under  40 
CFR  Part  53,  promulgated  February  18, 
1975  (40  FR  7044).  If  the  Administrator 
determineft  that  any  of  these  methods 
should  be  so  designated,  notice  thereof 
will  be  given  in  a  subsequent  issue  of 
the  Federal  Register. 

July  25, 1975. 

Wilson  K.  Talley, 
Assistant  Administrator  for 
Research  and  Development. 

[PR  Doc.75-19816  PUed  7-30-75:8:45  am] 


(PRL  407-6;  OPP-38000/291  &  293] 

RECEIPT  OF  APPLICATIONS  FOR 
PESTICIDE  REGISTRATION 

Data  To  Be  Considered  in  Support  of 
Applications 

On  November  19,  1973,  the  Environ¬ 
mental  Protection  Agency  (EPA)  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (38  FR 
31862)  its  interim  policy  with  respect  to 
the  administration  of  Section  3(c)  (1) 
(D)  of  the  Federal  Insecticides,  Fungi¬ 
cide,  and  Rodenticide  Act  (FEPRA),  as 
amended.  This  policy  provides  that  EPA 
will,  upon  receipt  of  every  application 
for  registration,  publish  In  the  Federal 
Register  a  notice  containing  the  infor¬ 
mation  shown  below.  The  labeling  fur¬ 
nished  by  the  applicant  will  be  available 
for  examination  at  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  Room  EB-31,  East 
Tower,  401  M  Street,  SW,  WaAington 
DC  20460. 
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On  or  before  September  29,  1975,  any 
person  who  (a)  is  or  has  been  an  appli¬ 
cant,  (b)  believes  that  data  he  devel¬ 
oped  and  submitted  to  EPA  on  or  after 
October  21,  1972,  is  being  used  to  sup¬ 
port  an  application  described  in  t.hii; 
notice,  (c)  desires  to  assert  a  claim  for 
compensation  imder  Section  3(c)  (1)  (D) 
for  such  use  of  his  data,  and  (d)  wishes 
to  preserve  his  right  to  have  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  determine  the  amount  of  rea¬ 
sonable  compensation  to  which  he  is 
entitled  for  such  use  of  the  data,  must 
notify  the  Administrator  and  the  appli¬ 
cant  named  in  the  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  his  claim  by  certified  mail. 
Notification  to  the  Administrator  should 
be  addressed  to  the  Information  Coordi¬ 
nation  Section,  Technical  Services  Divi¬ 
sion  (WH-5e9),  Office  of  Pesticide  Pro¬ 
grams,  401  M  Street,  SW,  Washington 
DC  20460.  Every  such  claimant  must  in¬ 
clude,  at  a  minimum,  the  information 
listed  In  the  interim  policy  of  Novem¬ 
ber  19, 1973. 

Applications  submitted  under  2(a)  or 
2(b)  of  the  interim  policy  will  be  proc¬ 
essed  to  completion  in  accordance  with 
existing  procedures.  Appllcatiort>  sub¬ 
mitted  under  2(c)  of  the  interim  policy 
cannot  be  made  final  until  the  60  day 
period  has  expired.  If  no  claims  are  re¬ 
ceived  within  the  60  day  period,  the  2(c) 
application  win  be  processed  according 
to  normal  procedure.  However,  if  claims 
are  received  within  the  60  day  period,  the 
applicants  against  whom  the  claims  are 
asserted  wUl  be  advised  of  the  alterna¬ 
tives  available  imder  the  Act.  No  claims 
win  be  accepted  for  possible  EPA  adjudi¬ 
cation  which  are  received  after  Septem¬ 
ber  29,  1975. 

Dated:  July  23, 1975. 

John  B.  Ritch,  Jr., 

Director. 

.  Registration  Division. 

Applications  Received  (OPP-33000/291) 

EPA  File  Symbol  36999-0.  BAM  Interna¬ 
tional,  Inc.,  PO  Box  1116,  Tblbodaux  LA 
70301.  MICRO-PINE  PINE  ODOR  DISIN¬ 
FECTANT  COEF.  6.  Active  Ingredients: 
Iscqiropanol  4.76%;  Pine  oil  3.95%;  Alkyl 
(C14  68%,  C16  28%,  C13  14%)  dimethyl 
benzyl  ammonium  chloride  1.97%.  Method 
of  Support:  Application  proceeds  under 
2  (c)  of  interim  policy.  PM32 
EPA  File  Symbol  36999-RR.  B  &  M  Interna¬ 
tional,  Inc.  MICRO-PINE  PINE  ODOR  DIS¬ 
INFECTANT  COEF,  13.  Active  Ingredients: 
Isopropanol  9.60%;  Pine  oil  7.90%;  Alkyl 
(C14  68%,  C16  28%,  C12  14%)  dimethyl 
benzyl  ammonium  chloride  3.95%.  Method 
of  Support:  Application  proceeds  under 
2(c)  of  interim  poUcy.  PM  32 
EPA  Pile  Symbol  36999-Rn.  BAM  Interna¬ 
tional,  Inc.  mCRO-PINE  PINE  ODOR  DIS¬ 
INFECTANT  COEF.  39.  Active  Ingredients: 
Isopropanol  28.67%;  Pine  oU  23A1%;  Al¬ 
kyl  (C14  58%,  C16  28%,  C12  14%)  dimethyl 
benzyl  ammonium  chloride  11.90%.  Method 
of  Support:  Application  proceeds  under 
2(c)  of  interim  policy.  PM34 
EPA  File  Symbol  47&-ENE.  Boyle-Mldway. 
Inc.,  South  Ave.  A  Hale  Street,  Cranford 
NJ  07016.  BLACK  FLAG  LIQUID  HOUSE 
AND  GARDEN  INSECT  KILLER.  Active 
Ingredients:  (6-Benzyl-3-furyl ) methyl  2,2- 
dlmethyl-8-(2-methylpropenyl)  cyclopro¬ 
pane  carbozylate  0.127%;  Related  com- 
pounds  0h24%;  d-trans  allethrln  (allyl 
boDMdog  of  Clnerin  I)  0.128%;  Related 


compounds  0.010%.  Method  of  Support: 
Application  proceeds  under  2(e)  ^  In¬ 
terim  policy.  PM17 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  475-ENG.  Boyle-Mldway. 
Inc.  BLACK  FLAG  PROFESSIONAL 
POWER  LIQmD  ANT  AND  ROACH 
KILLER.  Active  Ingredients: '2- (1 -Methyl- 
ethoxy)  phenol  methylcarbamate  0.96%; 
Related  compounds  0.06%;  3,3-dichloro- 
vinyl  dimethyl  phosphate  (DDVP)  0.186%; 
Related  compounds  0.014%;  Petroleum 
distillates  82.12%.  Method  of  Support: 
Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  in¬ 
terim  policy.  PM  13 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  47&-ENL.  Boyle-Mldway, 
Inc.  BLACK  FLAG  PROFESSIONAL 
POWER  LIQUID  FLYING  INSECT 
KILLER.  Active  Ingredients:  (6-Benzyl-3- 
furyl)  methyl  2,2-dlmethyl-3-(2-methyl- 
propenyl)  cycloprop,me  carboxylate 
0.200%;  Related  compounds  0.027%;  d- 
trans  allethrln  (aUyl  bomolog  of  Clnerin 
I)  0.150%;  Related  compounds  0.016%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy.  PM17 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  476-ENN.  Boyle-Mldway, 
Inc.  BLACK  FLAG  LIQUID  FLYING  IN¬ 
SECT  KILLER.  Active  Ingredients:  (6- 
Benzyl-3-furyl)  methyl  2 ,2 -dimethyl -3- (2- 
methylpropenyl)  cyclopropane  carboxylate 
0.143%;  Related  compounds  0.020%;  d- 
trans  allethrln  (allyl  homolog  of  Clnerin 
I)  0.107%;  Related  compoxmds  0.008%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy.  PM17 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  475-ENB.  Boyle-Mldway, 
INC.  BLACK  FLAG  PROFESSIONAL 
POWER  LIQUID  HOUSE  AND  GARDEN 
INSECT  KILLER.  Active  Ingredients:  Py- 
rethrins  0A0%;  Technical  Plperonyl  Bu- 
toxlde  1.50%;  Petroleum  DlstUlates  6.00%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(c)  of  interim  policy.  PM17 

EPA  Reg.  No.  464-490.  Dow  Chemical  Co.,  PO 
Box  1706,  Midland  MI  48640.  DOW  PRE- 
MERGE  3  DINITRO  AMINE  HERBICIDE. 
Active  Ingredients:  Dlnoeeb  (2-sec-butyl- 
4,6-dinltrophenol)  60.7%.  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port:  Application  proceeds  under  2(b)  of 
Interim  policy.  PM23 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  8764-UI.  FMC  Corp..  Citrus 
Machinery  Div.,  PO  Box  652,  Riverside  CA 
92502.  FUNGICIDE  CONC.  608.  Active  In¬ 
gredients:  Benomyl  Methyl  l-(hutylcar- 
bamoyl  -  2-benzimldazoleoarbamate  6.0%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(c)  of  interim  policy.  PM22 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  6905-UUO.  Helena  Chemical 
Co.,  Clark  Tower,  6100  Poplar  Ave.,  SxUtc 
3200,  Memphis  TN  38137.  PROPYLENE 
GLYCOL.  Active  Ingredients:  Propylene 
Glycol  99.5%.  Method  of  Support:  Appli¬ 
cation  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim 
policy.  PM21 

EPA  File  Symbol  36301-L.  J-Chem,  Inc.,  PO 
Box  6421,  Hoiiston  TX  77012.  J-FUME  80- 
20.  Active  Ingredients:  Carbon  Tetrachlo¬ 
ride  82.9%;  Carbon  Disulfide  16 A %.  Method 
of  Support:  Application  proceeds  under 
2(c)  of  Interim  poUcy.  PMll 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  36960-R.  The  L.  A.  Lux  Co.. 
2286  Scranton  Rd.,  Cleveland  OH  44113. 
#800  WATER  TREATMENT  MICROBIO¬ 
CIDE.  Active  Ingredients:  Dldecyl  dimethyl 
ammoniiim  chloride  60%;  Isopropyl  alcohol 
20%.  Method  of  Support:  Application  pro¬ 
ceeds  imder  2(b)  of  Interim  policy.  PM31 

EPA  Reg.  No.  299-44.  C.  J.  Martin  Co.,  PO 
Box  1089,  Nacogdoches  TX  76961.  MAR- 
TTN’S  CUBE  POWDER  6%  ROTENONE. 
Active  Ingredients:  Botenone  6%;  Other 
Cube  Resins  10%.  Method  of  Support:  Ap¬ 
plication  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim 
policy.  Republished:  Added  use.  PMll 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  33593-E.  Marzahl  Chemical 
Co..  Hackensack  Ave.  ft  8rd  St.,  Kearny  NJ- 
07032.  SODIUM  HYPO<3HLORITE  SOLU¬ 
TION.  Active  Ingredients:  Sodium  Hypo¬ 
chlorite  12%.  Method  of  Support:  Appli¬ 


cation  proceeds  under  2(o)  of  Interim 
policy.  FM34 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  1160-ROI.  Seacoast  Labora¬ 
tories,  Ino..  267  Highway  18,  East  Bruns¬ 
wick  NJ  08816.  TWINLIGHT  DUBSBAN 
10%  SPRAY.  Active  Ingredients:  Chlor- 
pyrlfos  |0,0-diethyl  O-(3A.0-trlchloro-2- 
pyrldyl)  phoephorothloate]  10.00%;  Aro¬ 
matic  petroleum  derivative  solvent  86A4%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
vmder  2(c)  of  Interim  policy.  PM12 

EPA  File  Symbol  449-LLG.  Techne  Corp.,  PO 
Box  7305,  Kansas  City  MO  64116.  TECHNE 
LOW  VOL  4  LB.  B.P.  Active  Ingredients; 
2,4-Dichlorophenoxyacetlc  acid,  butoxy 
propyl  esters  36.0%;  2,4,6-Trlchlorophen- 
oxyacetlc  acid,  butoxy  propyl  esters  34.1%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
\mder  2(c)  of  interim  policy.  PM23 

EPA  File  Symbol  449-LLU.  Techne  Corp.,  PO 
Box  7305,  Kansas  City  MO  64116.  TECHNE 
NO.  4  2.4,6-T  BJ».  Active  Ingredients:  2,4,6- 
Trichlorophenoxyacetlc  acid,  butoxy  propyl 
esters  69J2%;  2,4,6-Trlchlorophenoxyaoetic 
acid  eqiUvalent  46.0%.  Method  of  Support: 
Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  uf  interim 
policy.  PM23 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  1270-ROO.  Zep  Manufac¬ 
turing  Co.,  PO  Box  2016,  Atlanta  GA  30301. 
ZEP  X-10776.  Active  Ingredients:  2-(l- 
Methyletboxy)  phenol  methylcarbamate 
10%.  Method  of  Support:  Application  pro¬ 
ceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim  policy.  PM12 

Applicattoks  Received  (OPP-33000/292) 

EPA  Reg.  No.  6308-91.  The  AnsiU  Co.,  One 
Stanton  St.,  Marinette  WI  64143.  BOLLS- 
EYE  COTTON  DEFOLIANT.  Active  Ingre¬ 
dients:  Sodium  Cacodylate  27.88%,  Di- 
methylarsinlc  Acid  (Cacodylic  Acid)  4.67%. 
Method  of  Support;  Application  proceeds 
under  2(a)  of  interim  policy.  PM23 

EPA  Reg.  No.  239-579.  Chevron  Chemical  Co., 
Ortho  Div.,  940  Hensley  St.,  Richmond  CA 
94804.  ORTHOCIDE  76  SEED  PROTECT¬ 
ANT.  Active  Ingredients:  Captan  76%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(a)  of  interim  policy.  PM21 

EPA  File  Symbol  26488-E.  Warren  Cook 
ChenUcal,  Inc.,  Oak  and  Astor  Streets, 
Monee  IL  60449.  WARCO  18.  Active  Ingre¬ 
dients  :  Poly  [  oxyethylene  ( dimethylinUnlo ) 
ethylene(dimethyllmlnio) ethylene  dlchlo- 
ride]  18.0%.  Method  of  Support:  Applica¬ 
tion  proceeds  under  2(b)  of  interim  policy 
PM34 

EPA  File  Symbol  26488-R.  Warren  Cook 
ChenUcal,  Inc.,  Oak  and  Astor  Streets. 
Monee  IL  60449.  WARCO  10.  Active  Ingre¬ 
dients  :  Poly  [  oxyethylene  ( dimethylimlnio) 
ethylene  ( dlmethyllminio)  ethylene  dichlo¬ 
ride]  10.0%.  Method  of  Support:  AppUca- 
tion  proceeds  under  2(b)  of  interim  policy. 
PM34 

EPA  File  Symbol  2938-0.  CiUligan  USA,  One 
Culligan  Parkwav,  Northbrook  IL  60062. 
CHEMICAL  TR^TMENT  M-23.  Active 
Ingredients:  Poly  [oxyethylene  (dimethyl - 
iminio)  ethylene  (dimethylimlnio) ethylene 
dlchlorlde]  10.0%.  Method  of  Support; 
AppUcation  proceeds  under  2(b)  of  in¬ 
terim  policy.  PM34 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  279-GNNO.  FMC  Corp.,  100 
Niagara  St.,  Mlddleport  N1&  14106.  ROACH 
ft  ANT  PRESSURIZED  (CO)  CONTAINS 
DIAZINON.  Active  Ingredients:  0,0-Dietbyl 
0-(2-lsopropyl-6-methyl  -  4  -  pyrlmidlnyl) 
phoephorothloate  0.600% ;  Pyrethrlns 
0.062%;  Plperonyl  Butoxide,  Technical 
0.261%:  Petroleum  Distillate  95.608%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(c)  of  interim  policy.  PM16 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  869-RAN.  Green  Light  Co., 
PO  Box  16192,  San  Antonio  TX  78246. 
GREEN  LIGHT  KELTHANE  SPRAY.  Active 
Ingredients:  1.1,  Bl8(ehlor<^henyl)  2,2,2- 
Trlchloroethanol  0.26%.  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port:  Application  procseeds  under  2(c)  of 
Interim  poUcy.  PM18 
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EPA  File  Symbol  6704-TA.  U.S.  Department 
ot  Interior,  Pish  &  Wildlife  Service,  Wash¬ 
ington  DC  20240.  STRYCHNINE  ALKA¬ 
LOID  NJ'JI.  POWDER.  Active  Ingredients: 
Strychnine  Alkalcrid  09.6%.  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port:  Application  proceeds  under  2(o)  of 
interim  policy.  PMll 

EPA  Reg.  No.  635-669.  E-Z  Flo  Chemical  Co.. 
Div.  of  Kirsto  Co.,  PO  Box  808,  Lansing 
MI  48908.  GRAIN  HEAP.  Active  Ingredi¬ 
ents:  Propionic  Acid  100%.  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of 
Interim  policy.  Republished:  Added  use. 
PM31 

EPA  File  Symbol  729-TE.  Gulf  OU  Corp., 
Gulf  Bldg.,  Pittsburgh  PA  16230.  GULF- 
SPRAY  ANT  ROACH  KILLER  PROFES¬ 
SIONAL  STRENGTH.  Active  Ingredients: 
2(1  -  Methylethoxy) phenol  methylcarba- 
mate  0.95%;  Related  compo\uid8  0.05%; 
Petroleum  Distillates  71.00%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c) 
of  interim  policy.  PM12 
EPA  File  Symb<d  36371-1.  National  Chemicals 
Inc.,  940  Oakwood  Rd..  Oakcreek  WI  63154. 
NC-S60  WATER  TREATMENT  MICROBIO¬ 
CIDE.  Active  Ingredients:  Dldecyl  dimethyl 
ammonium  chlc»1de  60%;  Isopropyl  aloo- 
h(d  20%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(b)  of  interim  policy. 
PM31 

EPA  File  Symbol  10663-EL.  Sentry  Chemical 
Co.,  1481  Rock  Mountain  Blvd.,  Stone 
Mountain  GA  30080.  ORNAMENTAL 
PLANT  INSECTICIDE.  Active  Ingredients: 
ChlorpyrlfoB  [0,0-dlethyl  0-(3,6,6-trlchloro- 
2-pyrldyl)  phosphorothioate]  6.65%;  Aro¬ 
matic  petroleiun  derivative  solvent  88.98%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(o)  of  Interim  i^lcy.  PM12 
EPA  File  Symbol  I0668-EU.  Sentry  Chemical 
Co.,  1481  Rock  Mountain  Blvd.,  Stone 
Mountain  GA  30080.  TURF  TOX  LAWN 
AND  PLANT  INSECTICIDE.  Active  Ingre¬ 
dients:  ChlorpyrlfoB  (0,p-dlethyl  0-(3,S,6- 
trlchloro  -  2  -  pyrldyl)  phosphorothioate] 
5.65%;  Aromatic  petroleum  derivative  sol¬ 
vent  88.98%.  Method  of  Support:  Applica¬ 
tion  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim  policy. 
FM12 

EPA  File  Symbol  1386-LOU.  Universal  Co¬ 
operatives,  Inc.,  Ill  Glamorgan  St.,  Alli¬ 
ance  OH  44601.  UNICO  THIODAN  3  E.  C. 
INSECTICIDE.  Active  Ingredients:  Endo- 
sulfan  (Hexachloro-hexahydromethano-2, 
4,3-benzodloxathiepln  oxide)  33.9*^  *  Heavy 
Aromatic  Naptha  60.7%.  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of 
Interim  policy.  PM  15 

EPA  File  Symbol  36961-G.  Viking  Chemicals, 
8  Brush  St.,  Pontiac  MI  48053.  CMB  41.  Ac¬ 
tive  Ingredients:  Disodium  cyanodithio- 
Imidocarbonate  7.35%;  Potassium  N- 
methyldlthiocarbamate  10.15%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  ^b) 
of  interim  policy.  PM33 
EPA  FUe  Symbol  36961-U.  Viking  Chemicals. 
CMB  31.  Active  Ingredients:  Poly[oxyethy- 
lene  (dlmethyllmlnlo)  ethylene  (dlmethyl- 
imlno) ethylene  dlchloride]  6.0%.  Method 
of  Support:  Application  proceeds  under 
2(b)  of  Interim  policy.  PM34 
EPA  FUe  Symbol  36961-L.  Viking  Chemicals. 
CMB  32.  Active  Ingredients:  Poly[oxyethyl- 
ene  (dlmethyllmlnlo)  ethylene  (dimethyl- 
imlnlo) ethylene  dlchloride]  30.0%.  Method 
of  Support:  Application  proceeds  under 
2(b)  of  interim  policy.  PM34 
EPA  Flile  Symbol  3596 1-A.  Viking  Chemicals. 
CMB  42.  Active  Ingredients:  Disodlum  cy- 
anodithiolmldocarbonate  14.7%;  Potassium 
N-methyldithiocarbamate  20.3%.  Method 
of  Support:  Application  proceeds  under 
2(b)  of  interim  policy.  PM33 
EPA  File  Symbol  1270«-ENN.  Zep  Manufactur¬ 
ing  Co..  PO  Box  2016,  AtlanU  GA  30301. 
ZEP  X-11375  SURFACE  SPRAY.  Active  In¬ 


gredients:  2  -  (  1  -  methylethoxy  )  phenol 
methylccurbamate  0.67%;  2,2-dlchlorovlnyl 
dimethyl  phosphate  0.^%;  Related  com¬ 
pounds  0.02%;  Petroleum  distillate  68.88%, 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(c)  of  Intwlm  policy.  PM13 

(PR Doc.78-19813  Filed  7-30-75;8:46  am] 

(FRL  407-7;  OPP-33000/293] 

RECEIPT  OF  APPLICATIONS  FOR 
PESTICIDE  REGISTRATION 

Data  To  Be  Considered  In  Support  of 
Applications 

On  November  19,  1973,  the  Environ¬ 
mental  Protection  Agency  (EPA)  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (38  FR 
31862)  its  interim  policy  with  respect  to 
the  administration  of  S^tlon  3(c)  (1)  (d) 
of  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and 
Rodentlcide  Act  (FIFRA),  as  amended. 
This  policy  provides  that  EPA  will,  upon 
receipt  of  every  application  for  registra¬ 
tion,  publish  in  the  Federal  Register  a 
notice  containing  the  information  shown 
below.  ITie  labeling  furnished  by  each 
applicant  will  be  available  for  examina¬ 
tion  at  the  Environmental  Protection 
Agency.  Room  EB-31,  East  Tower,  401 
M  Street  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20460. 

On  or  before  September  29,  1975,  any 
person  who  (a)  is  or  has  been  an  appli¬ 
cant,  (b)  believes  that  data  he  developed 
and  submitted  to  EPA  on  or  after  Octo¬ 
ber  21,  1972,  is  being  used  to  support  an 
application  described  in  this  notice,  (c) 
desires  to  assert  a  claim  for  compensa¬ 
tion  under  Section  3(c)  (1)  (D)  for  such 
use  of  his  data,  and  (d)  wishes  to  pre¬ 
serve  his  right  to  have  the  Administrator 
determine  the  amount  of  reasonable 
compensation  to  which  he  is  entitled  for 
such  use  of  the  data,  must  notify  the 
Administrator  and  the  applicant  named 
in  the  notice  in  the  Federal  Register 
of  his  claim  by  certified  mail.  Notifica¬ 
tion  to  the  Administrator  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  Information  Coordination 
Section,  Technical  Services  Division 
(WH-569) ,  OflBce  of  Pesticide  Programs, 
401  M  Street  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20460.  Every  such  claimant  must  Include, 
at  a  minimum,  the  information  listed  in 
the  interim  policy  of  November  19,  1973 
Applications  submitted  under  2(a)  or 
2(b)  of  the  interim  policy  will  be 
processed  to  completion  in  accordance 
with  existing  procedures.  Applications 
submitted  under  2(c)  of  the  interim 
policy  cannot  be  made  final  imtll  the  60 
day  period  has  expired.  If  no  claims  are 
received  within  the  60  day  period,  the 
2(c)  application  will  be  processed  ac¬ 
cording  to  normal  procedure.  However, 
if  claims  are  received  within  the  60  day 
period,  the  applicants  against  wh<»n  the 
claims  are  asserted  will  be  advised  of  the 
alternatives  available  under  the  Act.  No 
claims  will  be  accepted  for  possible  EPA 
adjudication  which  are  received  after 
September  29, 1975. 

Dated:  July  22, 1975. 

John  B.  Ritch,  Jr., 

Director, 

Registration  Division. 


Applications  Received  (OPP-33000/393) 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  ail66-A.  Cbem-I-Matic, 
Inc.  PO  Box  12263,  Houston,  TX  77017. 
PYRANHA  1-10  HR  EQUINE  INSECTI¬ 
CIDE  SPACE  SPRAY.  AcUve  Ingredients; 
Pyrethrlns  0.06%;  Piperonyl  Butoxlde, 
Technical  050%;  Butoxypolypropylene 
Glycol  1.02%;  PetnUeum  011 0.06%. Method 
of  Support:  Application  proceeds  under 
a(c)  of  Interim  poUcy.  FM17 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  3314-GO.  Colonial  Prod¬ 
ucts,  Inc.,  1830  lOth  Ave.  N,  Lake  Worth 
FL  33460.  CP  SWEET  KILL.  Active  Ingredi¬ 
ents:  2,a-Dlchlorovlnyl  dimethyl  phos¬ 
phate  0.46%;  Related  Compoimds  0.04%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy.  PM13 

EPA  FUe  SymbcU  4716-GUO.  (Colorado  Inter¬ 
national  Cmp.,  6321  Dahlia  St.,  Cconmerce 
City  CO  80022.  BEST  4  SERVIS  BRAND  2,4- 
D  ISOOCTYL  ESTER  TECHNICAL.  Active 
Ingredients:  Isooctyl  ester  of  2.4,  Dlchloro- 
phenoxyacetlc  acid  99.0%.  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of 
Interim  poUcy.  PM23 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  4238-RE.  Diamond  Chem. 
Co.,  Inc.,  Ho<Ui  Rd..  Bayonne  NJ  07002. 
D778  MILDEW  PREVENTATIVE,  Active  In¬ 
gredients:  Dldecyl  dimethyl  ammonium 
chloride  60%.  Method  of  Support:  Appli¬ 
cation  proceeds  under  2(b)  of  interim 
poUcy.  PM31 

EPA  Reg.  No.  677-201.  Diamond  Shamrock 
Corp.,  Agricultural  Chem.  Div.,  1110  Su¬ 
perior  Ave.,  Cleveland  OH  44114.  DACA- 
MINE  WEED  KILLER.  Active  Ingredients: 
N-01eyl-l,3-propylenedlamlne  salt  of  2,4- 
Dichlorophenoxyacetic  Acid  21.9%  2,4- 
Dichlorophenoxyacetic  Acid  11.1%.  Method 
of  Support:  Application  proceeds  under 
2(c)  of  interim  policy.  PM23 

EPA  Reg.  No.  677-200.  Diamond  Shamrock 
Corp.,  Agricultural  (Them.  Div.,  1100  Su¬ 
perior  Ave.,  Cleveland  OH  44114.  DACA- 
MINE  4D  WEED  KH.T.RR.  Active  Ingredi¬ 
ents:  N-01eyl-l,3-propylenedlamine  salt 
of  2,4-Dlchlor<^henoxyacetlc  Acid  31.6%; 
2,4-Dlchlorophenoxyacetic  Acid  25.4%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2  (c)  of  Interim  policy.  PM23 

EPA  File  Symbol  34282-A.  Dickler  Chemical 
Lab.,  PO  Box  19636,  PhUadelphla  PA  19124. 
RINSE  DISINFECTANT-SANITIZER  DE¬ 
ODORIZER.  Active  Ingredients :  Alkyl  (C14 
50%,  C12  40%,  C16  10%)  Dimethyl  Benzyl 
Ammonium  Chloride  10.0%.  Method  of 
Support:  changed  from  2(b)  to  2(c)  of 
interim  policy.  PM31 

EPA  File  Symbol  464-LEO.  The  Dow  Chem. 
Co..  PO  Box  1706,  Midland  MI  48640.  TOR- 
DON  202  MIXTURE  HERBICIDE.  Active 
Ingredients;  Picloram  (4-amino-3,5.6-tri- 
chloropicollnic  acid)  as  the  triisopropanol- 
amine  salt  2.6%;  2,4-Dlchlorophenoxy- 
acetlc  acid,  as  the  triisopropanolamine  salt 
41.2%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim  policy. 
PM26 

EPA  Reg. 'No.  1471-35.  Elanco  Products  Co.. 
A  Div.  of  Ell  LUly  and  Co.,  PO  Box  1750. 
Indianapolis  IN  46206.  ELANCO  TREFLAN 
E.C.  Active  Ingredients:  trifluralln  (a,a,a- 
trlfluoro  -  2,6-dlnltro-N,N-dlpropyl-p-tolu- 
idlne)  44.5%.  Method  of  Support:  Appli¬ 
cation  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim  pol¬ 
icy.  Republished:  Additional  use.  PM23 

EPA  E^e  Symbol  270-RRA.  Famam  Co.,  Inc., 
PO  Box  21447,  Omaha  NB  68112.  SXX  FLY 
KILLER.  Active  Ingredients:  2,2-Dichloro- 
vinyl  dimethyl  pho^hate  0.24%;  related 
compounds  0.01%;  (Z)-9-Tricosene  0.048%, 
related  compounds  0.002%.  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port:  AppUcation  proceeds  imder  2(b)  of 
interim  policy.  PM13 
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EPA  FUe  Symtwl  6197-lJU  Kern  Corp^ 
Kem  International  Bldg^  Tuclter  OA 
30064.  DTANKEM.  Active 'Ingredients:  An¬ 
hydrous  Sodium  MetaslUcate  4.85%;  Tetra- 
sodlum  Ethylenedlamlnetetraacetate 

1.68%;  n-Alkyl  (60%  014.  80%  016, 

6%  012.  6%  018)  dimethyl  benzyl  am¬ 
monium  chlOTlde  0.75%;  n-AUcyl  (68% 
012.  32%  014)  dimethyl  ethylbenzyl  am¬ 
monium  chlortde  0.76%;  n-Soya-N-Ethyl 
Morphollnlum  Ethoeullate  0.10%;  8.6- 

Dlbromo  -  8’-trlfluoromethylsallcylanlllde 
0.10%.  Method  of  Siq>port:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(a)  of  Interim  policy. 
PM33 

EPA  PUe  Symbol  1791-ET.  Nwth  Coast  Chem. 
Co..  Inc,  6300  17th  Are.  S.  Seattle  WA 
98108.  NORTHCO  POOL  ALGAECDOE.  Ac¬ 
tive  Ingredients;  n-Alkyl  (60%  014,  30% 
016,  5%  012.  5%  018)  dimethyl  benzyl  am¬ 
monium  chlorides  2.6%;  n-AUtyl  (68%  012, 
82%  014)  dimethyl  ethylbenzyl  ammonium 
chlorides  2.5%.  Method  of  Support:  Appli¬ 
cation  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim  pol¬ 
icy.  m24 

EPA  File  Symbol  1791-EA.  North  Coast  Chem. 
Co,  Inc.,  6300  17th  Ave.  S,  Seattle  WA 
98108.  NORTHCO  ALOAE  PITER.  Active  In¬ 
gredients:  n-Alkyl  (60%  014,  80%  016.  6% 
012,  6%  018)  dimethyl  benzyl  ammonium 
chlorides  12.6%;  n-Alkyl  (68%  012,  32% 
014)  dimethyl  ethylbenzyl  ammonium 
chlorides  12.5%.  Method  of  Support:  Ap¬ 
plication  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim 
policy. 

EPA  PUe  Symbol  9556-EA.  Ortex  Products, 
Inc.,  560  Ferry  St.,  Newark  NJ  07106. 
LIQUID  ALOAECIOE  6.  Active  Ingredients: 

'  Alkyl  (014  60%,  012  26%.  016  16%)  Di¬ 
methyl  Benzyl  Ammonium  Chloride  6%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(b)  of  Interim  poUcy.  PM24. 

EPA  Beg.  No.  602-44.  Ralston  Purina  Co., 
Oeneral  Offices,  Checkerboard  Square,  835 
S.  8tb  St.,  St.  Louis  MO  63188.  PURINA 
RANGE  CATTLE  SPRAY.  Active  Ingredi¬ 
ents:  Toxaphene  45.00%;  Gamma  Isomer  of 
Benzene  Hexachlorlde  (fmn  Lindane) 
0.46%;  Aromatic  Petroleum  Derivative 
Solvents  41.66%;  Xylene  6.00%.  Method  of 
Support:  AppUcatlon  proceeds  vmder  2(c) 
of  Interim  pcUlcy.  PM16 

[FR  Doc.75-19814  FUed  7-30-75; 8; 45  am] 
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RECEIPT  OF  APPLICATIONS  FOR 
PESTiaOE  REGISTRATION 

Data  To  Be  Considered  in  Support  of 
Applications 

On  November  19,  1973,  the  Environ¬ 
mental  Protection  Agency  (EPA)  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (38  FR 
31862)  its  .iterim  policy  with  respect  to 
the  administration  of  Section  3(c)  (1)  (d) 
of  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and 
Rodenticide  Act  (FIFRA),  as  amended. 
TTiis  policy  provides  that  EPA  will,  upon 
recopt  every  application  for  re^tra- 
tion,  publish  in  the  Federal  Register  a 
notice  containing  the  information  shown 
b^w.  The  labeling  furnished  by  each 
applicant  will  be  available  for  examina¬ 
tion  at  the  Environmental  Protecticm 
Agency,  Room  EB-81,  East  Tower,  401  M 
Street.  SW.  Washington  DC  20460. 

On  or  b^ore  September  29,  1975,  any 
person  who  (a)  is  or  has  been  an  ai^li- 
cant,  (b)  believes  that  data  he  devek^ied 
and  sidnnitted  to  EPA  on  or  after  October 
21,  1972,  is  being  used  to  support  an 
applicaticm  described  in  this  notice,  (c) 


NOnCB 


desires  to  assert  a  claim  for  compensa¬ 
tion  under  Secticm  3(c)  (1)  <D)  tor  such 
use  of  his  data,  and  (d)  wishes  to  pre¬ 
serve  his  right  to  have  the  Adndnlstrator 
determine  the  amount  of  reasonable 
compensation  to  which  he  is  entitled  for 
such  use  of  the  data,  must  notify  the 
Administrator  and  the  applicant  named 
in  the  notice  in  the  Feoesal  Register  of 
his  claim  by  certified  mail.  Notification 
to  the  Administrator  should  be  addressed 
to  the  Information  Coordination  Section, 
Technical  Services  Division  (WH-569), 
OflSce  of  Pesticide  Programs,  401  M 
Street,  SW,  Washington  DC  20460.  Every 
such  clainumt  must  include,  at  a  mini¬ 
mum.  the  information  listed  in  the  in¬ 
terim  policy  of  November  19,  1973. 

Applications  submitted  under  2(a)  or 
2(b)  of  the  interim  policy  will  be  proc¬ 
essed  to  completion  in  accordance  with 
existing  procedures.  Applications  sub¬ 
mitted  under  2(c)  of  the  interim  policy 
cannot  be  made  final  imtil  the  60  day 
period  has  expired.  If  no  riAimR  are  re¬ 
ceived  within  the  60  day  period,  the  2(c} 
application  will  be  processed  according 
to  normal  procedure.  However,  if  claims 
are  received  within  the  60  day  period, 
the  applicants  against  whom  the  fia-img 
are  asserted  will  be  advised  of  the  alter¬ 
natives  available  imder  the  Act  No 
claims  will  be  accepted  for  possible  EPA 
adjudication  which  are  received  after 
September  29,  1975, 

Dated:  July  24,  1975. 

John  B.  Ritch,  Jr., 

Director, 

Registration  Division. 

Applications  Rzceivso  (Opp-33000/294) 

EPA  File  Symbol  10395-L.  Barco,  Chem.  D!v., 
Inc.,  14800  NW  24tb  Court,  Opa-Locka  FL 
33054.  MARCO  FOGGING  CONCENTRATE 
3-6-10.  Active  Ingredients:  Pyrethiins  3%; 
Piperonyl  butoxlde.  technical  6%;  N-octyl- 
blcycloheptene  dicarboxlmlde  10%;  Petro¬ 
leum  distillate  81%.  Method  of  Support: 
Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim 
policy.  PM17 

EPA  File  Simibol  7173-BAT.  Chempar  Chem. 
Co.,  Inc.,  260  Madison  Ave.,  New  York  NY 
10016.  ROZOL  CANARY  SEED  MOUSE 
KILLER.  Active  Ingredients:  2-((p-chloro- 
phenyl)  phenylacetyl]  -  1,3  -  indandione 
0.005%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim  policy. 
PMll 

EPA  Reg.  No.  464-303.  The  Dow  Chem.  Co., 
PO  Box  1706,  Midland  MI  48640.  DOW 
PLICTBAN  60W  MmcIDE.  Active  Ingre¬ 
dients:  Trlcyclohexyltln  hydroxide  60.0%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(c)  of  interim  policy.  Republished; 
Added  Use.  PM13 

EPA  Reg.  No.  635-402.  E-Z-Flo  Chem.  Co., 
Dlv.  Kirsto  Co.,  PO  Box  808,  Tansing 
MI  48903.  E-Z  FLO  LINDANE  25W.  Active 
Ingredients:  Gamma  Isomer  of  benzene 
hexachlorlde  26.0%.  Method  of  Support: 
Application  proceeds  uxuler  2(c)  of  interim 
policy.  Republished :  Added  uses.  PM15 
EPA  File  Symbol  6621-AA.  Eagle  Chem.  Co., 
2819  W  Lake  St.,  Chicago  IL  60612.  MULH- 
SAN  DAIRY  CLEANER.  Active  Ingredients: 
n-Alkyl  (60%  C14,  30%  C16,  6%  C12,  6% 
CIS)  dimethyl  benzyl  ammonium  chlorides 
5.0%:  n-Alkyl  (68%  CIS,  32%  C14)  di¬ 
methyl  ethylbenzyl  ammonium  chlorides 
5.0%;  Phosphoric  Acid  30.0%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c) 
of  Interim  policy ..PM82 


EPA  Beg.  No.  1471-97.  Elanco  Products  Co. 
Dlv.  at  Btt  LUly  Co.,  PO  Box  1760,  Indian¬ 
apolis  nr  46206.  ELANCO  SPIKE  SOW.  Ac¬ 
tive  Ingredients:  tebuthhiron:  N-(6-(l,l- 
dlniethyl)-14.4  -  thladlazol-2-yl]-NN'  dl- 
noethylurea  80.0%.  Method  of  Support:  Ap¬ 
plication  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim 
poUcy.  PM26 

EPA  File  Symbol  7368-GT.  Georgia-Pacific, 
2426  Malt  Ave..  Loa  Angelee  CA  90040.  SPA- 
CLOR.  Active  Ingredients:  Sodium  dlchlo- 
ro-B-trlaztnetrlone  dlhydrate  100%.  Meth¬ 
od  of  Support;  AppUcatlon  proceeds  under 
2(c)  of  Interim  policy.  PM34 
EPA  Reg.  No.  18036-6.  Private  Label  Chem., 
Inc.,  2280  Terminal  Bd.,  St.  Paul  MN  55113. 
MARK  TEN.  Active  Ingredients:  n-Alkyl 
(60%  C14,  80%  C16,  6%  CIS,  6%  C18)  di¬ 
methyl  benzyl  ammonium  chlorides  6%; 
n-Alkyl  (68%  C12,  21%  C14)  dimethyl 
ethylbenzyl  ammonium  chlorides  5%. 
Method  of  Support;  Application  proceeds 
under  2(b)  of  interim  poUcy.  PM31 
EPA  File  Symbol  359S9-U.  B-aquare  Chem. 
A  Coating,  Inc.,  PO  Box  1919,  GainsvUle 
GA  30601.  R-QUAT-20  DISINFECT  ANT- 
SANITIZER  FUNGICIDE  -  DEODORIZER. 
Active  Ingredlenta:  Alkyl  (C14  60%,  C16 
30%,  CIS  6%,  CIS  6%)  Dimethyl  Benzyl 
Ammonium  Chlorldee  5.0%;  Alkyl  (C12 
68%,  C14  32%)  Dimethyl  Ethylbenzyl  Am¬ 
monium  Chlorides  6.0%.  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port:  AppUcatlon  proceeds  under  2(b)  of 
Interim  policy.  PM81 

EPA  File  Symbol  1739-RRE.  Tbeco  (3hem., 
Inc.,  PO  Box  6488,  Marietta  OA  80062. 
TTOWER-OARD  +  PLUS.  Active  Ingredi¬ 
ents:  Trichloro-S-Trlazlnetrlone  60.0%; 
Potassium  Blsulfate  20.0%;  Calcium  Mono¬ 
phosphate  10.0%;  Pentachlorophenol  2.0%. 
Method  of  Support:  Ai^llcatlon  proceeds 
under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy.  PM84 
EPA  Pile  Symbol  1729-RRN.  Teseo  Chem., 
Inc.  CLEAN-FLO  WASTEWATER  TREAT¬ 
MENT  COMPOUND.  Active  Ingredients: 
TTlchloro-s-trlazlnetrlone  99%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c) 
of  interim  policy.  PM34 
EPA  File  Symbol  1729-RRR.  Tesco  Chem., 
Inc.  CLEAN  -  FLO  WASTEWATER 
TREATMENT  COMPOUND.  Active  Ingredi¬ 
ents:  TTlchloro  -  s  -  trlaxlnetricme  99%. 
Method  of  Support:  AppUcatlon  proceeds 
under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy.  PMd4 
EPA  File  Symbol  11687-IN.  Transvaal,  Inc., 
PO  Box  69,  Jacksonville  AR  72076.  TRANS¬ 
VAAL  CUBPIC  HYDROXIDE.  AcUve  In¬ 
gredients:  Cupric  Hydroxide  83.0%.  Meth¬ 
od  of  Support:  AppUcatlon  proceeds  under 
2(c)  of  Interim  policy.  PM22 

COBXECTED  ITKICS 

The  following  are  corrections  to  the  Ust  of 
Applications  Received  previously  published 
in  the  Federal  Register. 

EPA  File  SymtKd  115-GE.  Continental  Chem. 
Co.,  2750  Grand  Ave.,  Cleveland  OH  44104. 
ALGEX  NO.  816-M.  Active  Ingredients: 
Dlsodium  cyanodlthioimldocarbonate 
4J)0%;  Potassium  •N-methyl-dithiocarba- 
mate  6.76%  (origlnaUy  published  as 
6.07%).  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(b)  of  Interim  policy. 
PM33  (40  FR  29564) 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  116-GR.  Continental  Chem. 
Co.  ALGEX  NO.  816-M.  Active  Ingredients: 
Dlaodium  eyanodithloimidooarbonate 
3.68%;  Potassium  N-mettiyldlthlocarba- 
mate  6.07%  (original  published  at  6.70%). 
Method  of  Support:  Application^  proceeds 
under  2(b)  of  Interim  policy.  PM33  (40  FB 
29564) 
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EPA  Pile  Symbol  34077-0.  Excelsior  Varnish 
Inc.,  2790  Grand  Ave.,  Cleveland  OH  44104. 
ALGAECIDE  A-161-M.  Active  Ingredients: 
Dlsodlum  cyanodlthlolmldocarbonate 

4.90%:  Potassium  N-methyl-dltchlocarba- 
mate  6.76%  (originally  published  as  6.7%). 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(b)  of  Interim  policy.  PM33  (40  PR 
29564) 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  603-LA.  Chemtech  Re¬ 
sources,  Inc.,  PO  Box  24440,  Dallas  TX 
75224.  THREE-D  DISINPECTANT-DEO- 
DORIZER-DETERGENT.  Active  Ingredi¬ 
ents:  n-Alkyl  (50%  C14,  40%  C12,  10% 
C16)  Dimethyl  Benzyl  Ammonium  Chlo¬ 
ride  5.0%:  Sodium  metaslllcate  3.0%;  Tet- 
rasodlum  salt  of  ethylene  diamine  tetra- 
acetlc  acid  1.8%.  Method  of  Support:  Ap¬ 
plication  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim 
policy.  (Originally  published  with  Inctw- 
rect  file  symbol).  PM33  (  40  PR  29752) 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  35137-T.  Price  Research. 
Ltd.,  205  Westport  Rd.,  Kansas  City  MO 
64111.  SYNERGIZED  PYRETHRIN  INDUS¬ 
TRIAL  SPRAY.  Active  Ingredients:  Pyre- 
thrlns  0.60%:  Plperonyl  butoxlde.  tech¬ 
nical  1.00%;  N-octyl  blcycloheptene  dl- 
carboxlmlde  1.67%;  Petroleum  distillate 
96.83%  (originally  published  ac  98.88%). 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy.  PM17  (40 
PR  29754) 

Applications  Received  (OPP-33000/295) 

EPA  Reg.  No.  3125-163.  Chemagro  Corp.,  PO 
Box  4913,  Kansas  City  MO  64120.  DASANIT 
SPRAT  CONCENTRATE  INSECTICIDE- 
NEMATICIDE.  Active  Ingredients:  0.0- 
Dlethyl  0-(4-(methyl-sulfinyl)  phenyl] 
phosphorothioate  63  % .  Method  of  Support : 
Application  proceeds  under  2(b)  of  interim 
policy.  Republished:  Added  use.  PM  15 

EPA  Reg.  No.  3125-164.  Chemagro  Corp.  DA¬ 
SANIT  10%  GRANULAR  INSECTICIDE - 
NEMATICIDE.  Active  Ingredients:  0,0- 
Dlethyl  O  -  [4  -  (methylsulflnyl) phenyl] 
phosphorothioate  10%.  Method  of  Support: 
Application  proceeds  under  2(b)  of  Interim 
policy.  Republished:  Added  use.  PM15 

EPA  Reg.  No.  3125-213.  Chemagro  Corp.  DA¬ 
SANIT  15%  GRANULAR  INSECTICIDE- 
NEMATICIDE.  Active  Ingredients:  0,0- 
Dlethyl  O  -  (4  -  (methylsulflnyDphenyl) 
phosphorothioate  15%.  Method  of  Support: 
Application  proceeds  under  2(b)  of  in¬ 
terim  policy.  Republished:  Added  use. 
PM15 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  4450-UR.  Chemex  Chemi¬ 
cals  &  Coatings  Co.,  Inc.,  PO  Box  5072, 
Tampa  PL  33675.  CHEMEX  DISINPECTANT 
BOWL  CLEANER.  Active  Ingredients:  Octyl 
decyi  dimethyl  ammonium  chloride 
1.250%  Dloctyl  dimethyl  ammonium 
chloride  0.625%;  Dldecyl  dimethyl  am¬ 
monium  chloride  0.625%;  Alkyl  (C8  7%, 
CIO  8%.  C12  46%,  C14  24%.  C16  10%.  C18 
5%)  amino  betaine  1.000%;  Hydrogen 
chloride  8.000%.  Method  of  Support:  Ap¬ 
plication  proceeds  under  2(b)  of  Interim 
policy.  PM32 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  5802-UT.  Dettelbach  Pesti¬ 
cide  Oorp.,  PO  Box  9986,  Atlanta  GA  30319. 
ABR  #2  AIRCRAFT  INSECTICIDE  AERO¬ 
SOL  KILLS  PLIES,  MOSQUITOES.  GNATS. 
Active  Ingredients:  Pyrethrlns  0.60%;  Pl¬ 
peronyl  butoxlde,  tech.  1.40%;  Petroleum 
distillate  13.00%.  Method  of  Support:  Ap¬ 
plication  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim 
policy.  PM17 

EJPA  Reg.  No.  352-370.  E.  I.  Du  Pont  De  Ne¬ 
mours  A  Co.  Inc.,  7056  Dupont  Bldg.,  Wil¬ 
mington  DE  19898.  LANNATE/L  METH- 
OMYL  INSECTICIDE  FOR  USE  ON 
SUGAR  BEETS  AND  SPINACH.  Active 
Ingredients:  S-methyi  -  N((methylcarba- 
moyl)oxy]  thloacetlmldate  90%.  Method 
of  Support:  Application  proceeds  imder 
2(b)  of  Interim  policy.  Republished:  Added 
uses.  PM12 


EPA  Pile  Symbol  8655-1.  Eastman  Chemical 
Products,  Inc.,  PO  Box  431,  Kingsport  TN 
87662.  TENOX  IBP-2  GRAIN  PRESERVA¬ 
TIVE  FOR  REPACKAGING  OF  A  FUNGI¬ 
CIDE.  Active  Ingredients:  Isobutyrlc  Acid 
60%;  Pr<9lonlc  Acid  40%.  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port:  Application  procecKls  under  2(b)  of 
Interim  policy.  PM21 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  8656-0.  Eastman  Chemical 
Products,  Inc.,  PO  Box  431,  Kingsport  TN 
37662.  TENOX  IBP-2  GRAIN  PRESERVA¬ 
TIVE.  Active  Ingredients:  Isobutyrlc  Acid 
60%:  Propionic  Acid  40%.  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port:  Application  proceeds  under  2(b)  of 
Interim  policy.  PM21 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  36724-L.  Machemco,  60 
Kathryn  Dr.,  Marietta  OA  30060.  MIRACLE 
CLEAN-27.  Active  Ingredients:  n- Alkyl 
(60%  C12,  30%  C14,  6%  CIO,  6%  C18)  di¬ 
methyl  benzyl  ammonium  chlorides  1.65%; 
n-Alkyl  (68%  C12.  32%  C14)  dimethyl 
ethyl-benzyl  ammonium  chlorides  1.66%; 
Trlsodlum  phosphate  1.52%;  Tetrasodlum 
ethylenedlamlne  tetraacetate  1.00%;  Ethyl 
alcohol  0.83%.  Method  of  Support:  Appli¬ 
cation  proceeds  under  3(c)  of  Interim  pol¬ 
icy.  PM31 

EPA  File  Symbol  36371-0  National  Chemicals 
Inc.,  940  W.  Oakwood  Rd.,  Oak  Creek  WI 
83134.  SWIM-FREE  WITH  ETHANOL.  Ac¬ 
tive  Ingredients:  Alkyl  (C14  60%,  C12  25%, 
C16  15%)  Dimethyl  Benzyl  Ammonium 
Chloride  50%;  Ethanol  10%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2 
(  b)  of  Interim  policy.  PM24 
EPA  Pile  Symbol  36371-RN.  National  Chemi¬ 
cals  Inc.,  940  W.  Oakwood  Rd.,  Oak  Creek 
WI  53134.  SWIM -FREE.  Active  Ingredients: 
Alkyl  (C14  60%,  C12  25%,  C16  15%)  Di¬ 
methyl  Benzyl  Ammonium  Chloride  10%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(b)  of  interim  policy.  PM24 
EPA  File  Symbol  37064-R.  Pioneer  Chemical 
Laboratories,  5419  Logan  Ave.  N,  Minne¬ 
apolis  MN  55430.  SAN-A-KLEEN.  Active  In¬ 
gredients:  Alkyl  (60%  C14,  30%  C16,  5% 
C12,  5%  C18)  Dimethyl  Benzyl  Ammonium 
Chlorides  1.28%;  Alkyl  (68%  C12,  32% 
C14)  Dimethyl  Ethylbenzyl  Ammonium 
Chlorides  1.28%;  Sodium  carbonate  2.00%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(b)  of  Interim  policy.  PM31 
EPA  Pile  Symbol  4972-RO.  Protexall  Chemi¬ 
cals,  Inc.,  5576  S.  Ridgewood,  Daytona 
Beach  PL  32019.  FLORIDA  SWAMP  IN¬ 
SECT  REPELLANT  PRESSURIZED.  Active 
Ingredients:  N.N  -  diethyl  -  m  -  toluamlde 
9.975%;  other  isomers  0.525%;  N-octyl  bl¬ 
cycloheptene  dlcarboximlde  3.000%;  2.3: 
4,5-Bis  (2-butylene)  tetrahydro-2-furalde- 
hyde  0.750;  Dl-n-propyl  Isoclnchomeronate 
0.750%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  uiKler  2(c)  of  Interim  policy. 
PM  17 

EPA  File  Symbol  19149-R.  Superior  Chemical 
Co.,  330  Verdun  St.,  Lafayette  LA  70501. 
SUPERIOR-S-56  INDUSTRIAL  BACTERI- 
OSTAT.  Active  Ingredients:  Sodium  salt 
of  2,4,5-Trlchlorophenol  32.7%.  Method  of 
Support  changed  from  2(b)  to  2(c)  of  In¬ 
terim  policy.  PM32 
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FEDERAL  MARITIME  COK^iMISSION 

CANADIAN  AMERICAN  WORKING 
ARRANGEMENTS 

Agreement  Filed 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
u  s  e.  814). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 


Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  CTommission,  1100  L  Street,  N.W., 
Room  10126;  or  may  inspect  the  agree¬ 
ment  at  the  Field  Offices  located  at  New 
York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  Louisiana,  San 
Francisco,  California  and  Old  San  Juan, 
Puerto  Rico.  Comments  on  such  agree¬ 
ments,  including  requests  for  hearing, 
may  be  submitted  to  the  Secretary,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission.  Washington, 
D.C.  20573,  on  or  before  August  20.  1975. 
Any  person  desiring  a  hearing  on  the 
proposed  agreement  shall  provide  a  clear 
and  concise  statement  of  the  matters 
upon  which  they  desire  to  adduce  evi¬ 
dence.  An  allegation  of  discrimination 
or  unfairness  shall  be  accompanied  by  a 
statement  describing  the  discrimination 
or  unfairness  with  particularity.  If  a 
violation  of  the  Act  or  detriment  to  the 
commerce  of  the  United  States  is  alleged, 
the  statement  shall  set  forth  with  par¬ 
ticularity  the  acts  and  circumstances 
said  to  constitute  such  violation  or 
detriment  to  commerce. 

A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  Indicated  hereinafter) 
and  the  statement  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed  by: 

Howard  A.  Levy,  Esquire,  Suite  727,  17  Bat¬ 
tery  Place.  New  York,  New  York  10004. 

Agreement  No.  10090-2  among  the 
members  of  the  above  named  agreement 
modifies  that  agreement  to  provide, 
with  respect  to  traffic  destined  to  or  ori¬ 
ginating  at  points  or  places  in  the 
United  States  west  of  the  76tii  meridian, 
that  the  parties  shall  strive  to  reach 
agreement  on  rates  at  levels  which  will 
(1)  result  in  parity  of  cost  to  the  ship¬ 
per  regardless  of  whether  shipments 
move  via  Great  Lakes  ports  or  via  East 
Coast  ports  and  (2)  equalize  the  com¬ 
petitive  position  of  the  parties  them¬ 
selves. 

By  Order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Dated:  July  25, 1975. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 

Secretary. 

(PR  Doc.75-19911  Piled  7-30-75;8:45  am] 


SIDARMA-COSTA  JOINT  SERVICE 
AGREEMENT  ^ 

Agreement  Filed 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
U.S.C.814). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and 
obtain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1100  L  Street,  NW., 
Room  10126;  or  may  inspect  the  agree¬ 
ment  at  the  Field  Offices  located  at  New 
York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  Louisiana,  San 
Francisco.  Califomla  and  Old  San  Juan, 
Puerto  Rico.  Comments  on  such  agree¬ 
ments,  including  requests  for  hearing, 
may  be  submitted  to  the  Secretary,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washing- 
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tcm.  D.C.  20573,  on  or  before  August  20, 
1975.  Any  person  desiring  a  hearing  <m 
the  propos^  agreement  shall  provide  a 
clear  and  concise  statement  of  the  mat¬ 
ters  upon  which  they  desire  to  adduce 
evidence.  An  allegation  of  discrimina¬ 
tion  or  unfairness  shall  be  accompanied 
by  a  statement  describing  the  discrimi¬ 
nation  or  unfairness  with  particularity. 
If  a  violation  of  the  Act  or  detriment  to 
the  commerce  of  the  United  States  is  al¬ 
leged,  the  statement  shall  set  forth  with 
particularity  the  acts  and  circum¬ 
stances  said  to  constitute  such  violation 
or  detriment  to  commerce. 

A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  indicated  hereinafter) 
and  the  statement  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  Agreement  Piled  by; 

Stanley  O.  Sher,  Esquire,  Billlg,  Sher  &  Jones, 

P.C.,  State  800. 1126  Sixteenth  Street,  N.W., 

Washington,  D.C.  20036. 

Agreement  No.  10120-2  between  the 
above-named  carriers  expands  the  geo¬ 
graphic  scope  of  the  basic  agreement  to 
Include  Caribbean  ports  in  Guat^ala, 
Nicaragua,  Costa  Rica,  Hondur^  and 
Panama. 

By  Order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Dated:  July  25, 1975. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 
Secretary. 

|FR  DOC.7S-19912  Filed  7-30-75; 8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  73-55] 

PORT  OF  NEW  YORK 

Uniform  Rules  and  Regulations  Governing 

Free  Time  on  Import  Containerized 

Cargo,  Intent  To  Make  an  Environmental 

Assessment 

The  above  referenced  docket  is  a  rule- 
making  proceeding  to  determine  whether 
the  Federal  Maritime  Commission’s  Gen¬ 
eral  Order  No.  8  (46  CFR  526)  should 
be  amended  to  include  provisions  for 
containerized  cargo. 

The  rule-making  proceeding  will  de¬ 
termine  whether: 

(1)  General  Order  No.  8  should  be 
amended  to  make  the  provisions  thereof 
api^cable  to  containerized  cargo  as  well 
as  to  breakbulk  cargo  in  regard  to  de¬ 
murrage  free  time; 

(2)  The  Commission  should  promul¬ 
gate  rules  to  regulate  container  deten¬ 
tion  free  time  at  the  Port  of  New  York 
not  inconsistent  with  General  Order  No. 
8. 

The  Ccmimission  believes  that  its  final 
resolution  of  the  issues  in  this  proceed¬ 
ing  may  constitute  a  major  Federal  ac¬ 
tion  significantly  affecting  the  quality 
of  the  human  environment.  Consequoit- 
ly,  the  environmental  factors  involved 
warrant  consideration  and  evaluation  be¬ 
fore  decision  making  is  undertaken. 

Therefore,  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
the  Federal  Maritime  Commission  In¬ 
tends  to  make  an  environmental  assess¬ 
ment  to  determine  whether  its  final  deci¬ 


sion  in  this  proceeding  will  constitute  a 
maJcH*  federal  action  significantly  affect¬ 
ing  the  quality  of  the  human  environ¬ 
ment  within  the  meaning  of  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969 
(NEPA).  Written  comments  regarding 
possible  environmental  effects  which 
may  occur  from  the  eventual  resolution 
of  the  proceeding  are  Invited.  Such  com¬ 
ments  rtioidd  be  submitted  within  30 
days  of  the  date  of  this  Order  to  the 
Secretary,  Federal  Maritime  Commis¬ 
sion,  1100  L  Street,  NW,,  Washington, 
D.C.  20573. 

By  the  Commission 

[seal!  Francis  C.  Hurney, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.75-19913-  Filed  7-30-75:8:45  am] 

PORT  OF  PORTLAND,  MAINE 
Removal  of  Portwide  Exemption 

F.  H.  Fenderson,  Inc.,  a  Ucensed  in¬ 
dependent  ocean  freight  forwarder,  filed 
a  petition  for  the  removal  of  portwide 
exemptions  granted  by  the  Commission 
to  the  Ports  of  Portland  and  Searsport, 
Maine,  pursuant  to  S  510.22(a)  of 
Federal  Maritime  Commission  General 
Order  4  (46  Cm  510.22(a)). 

Section  510.22(a)  of  General  Order  4 
prohibits  a  licensed  independent  ocean 
freight  forwarder  from  collecting  com¬ 
pensation  if  it  requests  the  carrier  or  its 
agent  to  perform  any  of  the  forwarding 
services  iinless  there  is  no  forwarder  at 
such  port  vrilling  and  able  to  perform 
such  services.  Ihis  section  further  pro¬ 
vides  for  an  exemption  from  this  prohi¬ 
bition  to  licensee/agents  in  the  port  of 
loading  upon  application  therefor  and 
upon  a  finding  by  the  Ckimmission  that 
an  adequate  supply  of  forwarding  serv¬ 
ices  is  not  being  held  out  by  non-agent 
licensees  domiciled  at  the  port  of  loading. 
On  May  2, 1967,  the  Commission  granted 
the  Ports  of  Searsport  and  Portland, 
Maine  a  portwide  exemption. 

Petitioner,  a  non-agent  licensee,  al¬ 
leges  that  an  adequate  supply  of 
forwarding  services  is  being  held  out  by 
itself  at  the  Ports  of  Portland  and  Sears¬ 
port,  Maine  and  that  the  removal  of  the 
exemption  is  justified  on  this  basis.  The 
petitioner  presently  maintains  a  branch 
office  in  Portland  which  actively  serves 
the  shipping  public  in  Portland  and 
Searsport,  Maine. 

The  Commission  has  published  notice 
of  the  petition  in  the  Federal  Register 
and  has  received  comments  from  three 
licensee/agents  located  in  Portland/ 
Searsport  and  from  the  Bangor  and 
Aroostook  Railroad.  Essentially  the  com¬ 
ments  state  that  the  situation  has  not 
changed  since  the  port  exemptions  were 
granted  in  1967.  At  that  time  all  licensees 
serving  Portland/Searsport  were  also 
steamship  agents  domiciled  in  Portland, 
Maine. 

We  find  that  the  situation  has  changed 
in  Portland,  Maine  since  1967  in  that 
F.  H.  Fenderson,  Inc.,  a  domiciled  non¬ 
agent  licensee  In  Portland,  Maine,  ap¬ 
pears  to  be  holding  out  an  adequate  sup¬ 


ply  of  forwarding  services  in  that  port 
of  loading.  However,  in  regard  to  the  Port 
of  Searsport,  Maine  we  find  that  since 
F.  H.  Fenderson,  Inc.  does  not  maintain 
an  office  in  Searsport,  Maine  It  fails  to 
meet  the  domiciliary  requirement  of 
S  510.22(a)  of  the  non-agent  licensee  be¬ 
ing  domiciled  at  the  port  of  loading. 

Therefore,  It  Is  Ordered,  that  the  port¬ 
wide  exemption  authorized  by  $  510.22 
(a).  General  Order  4,  and  granted  pur¬ 
suant  to  our  Order,  dated  May  2,  1967, 
is  hereby  removed  from  the  Port  of  Port¬ 
land,  Maine  and  is  to  continue  in  effect 
in  the  Port  of  Searsport,  Maine. 

It  Is  Further  Ordered,  that  this  Order 
be  published  in  the  Federal  Register  and 
served  upon  the  petitioner  and  comment¬ 
ing  parties. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Francis  C.  Hurney, 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.75-19914  FUed  7-30-75;8:45  *ml 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

(Docket  No.  E-9407] 

COLUMBUS  AND  SOUTHERN  OHIO 
ELECTRIC  CO. 

Order  Denying  Rehearing 

July  25, 1975. 

On  April  29,  1975,  Columbus  and 
Southern  Ohio  Electric  Company  (CliS) 
tendered  for  filing  a  proposed  rate  sched¬ 
ule  which  would  supersede  the  provisions 
of  the  rate  schedule  contained  in  Docket 
No.  EI-8650.  The  charges  would  increase 
the  rates  to  the  dty  of  Westerville,  the 
City  of  Jackson,  and  the  Village  of 
Glouster  in  the  amount  of  $826,425,  based 
on  the  twelve  month  period  ended  De¬ 
cember  31,  1974. 

By  order  issued  May  30,  1975,  we  ac¬ 
cepted  for  filing  and  suspended  C&S's 
proposed  rate  increase.  On  June  27, 1975, 
the  City  of  Westerville  filed  a  petition 
for  rehearing  of  our  order  of  May  30, 
1975.  Westerville  maintains  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  rate  increase  exceeds  $1  million 
and  that  CAS  was  therefore  required  to 
file  Statements  A  through  O  for  Period  II 
pursuant  to  S  35.15(b)  (4)  (iii)  of  the 
Commission’s  regulations.  Westerville 
argues  that  since  CAS  did  not  file  State¬ 
ments  A  through  O  for  Period  n  it  did 
not  substantially  comply  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Regulations  and  the  filing 
should  have  been  rejected. 

WestenlUe  proffered  this  same  argu¬ 
ment  in  its  protest  and  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  in  this  proceeding.  We  thoroughly 
considered  the  merit  of  Westerville’s  con¬ 
tention  and  found  it  to  be  without  basis. 

We  thereupon  disposed  of  this  argument 
by  stating: 

“Upon  a  review  of  C&S’s  filing  we  conclude 
that  the  increase  In  revenues  resulting  from 
the  proposed  rate  schedule  will  not  result 
in  an  increase  In  excess  of  $1  mUlion.  The 
rates  subject  to  the  pending  proceeding  in  | 
customers  affected  by  this  rate  filing  are  the  { 
rates  subject  to  the  pending  proceeding  in  < 
Docket  No.  E-8650.  The  difference  in  revenues  j 
between  the  Docket  No.  E-8660  rates  and  the 
rates  herein  proposed  does  not  exceed  81 
mUlion.  Our  review  of  Westerville’s  petition 
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Indicates  that  it  improperly  compared  the 
reveniMS  resulting  from  the  presently  pro¬ 
posed  rate  schedule  to  the  revenues  resulting 
from  the  rates  In  effect  prior  to  the  effective 
date  of  the  rates  In  Docket  No.  E-8650.  We 
find  therefore  that  the  revenue  Increase  re- 
s\iltlng  from  the  proposed  rate  schedule  does 
not  exceed  $1  million  and  accordingly  the 
filing  requirements  of  Period  II  were  volun¬ 
tary  for  C&S." 

Westerville’s  petition  lor  rehearing 
presents  no  Information  or  arguments 
that  we  have  not  already  fully  con¬ 
sidered.  We  find  therefore,  that  there 
exists  no  basis  in  fact  or  law  upon  which 
to  grant  Westerville’s  petition  for  rehear¬ 
ing. 

The  Commission  finds: 

Hiere  being  no  Issues  presented,  in 
either  fact  or  law,  which  have  not  been 
considered  by  this  Commission  in  reach¬ 
ing  Its  determination  in  Its  order  of 
May  30,  1975,  Westerville’s  petition  for 
rehearing  sho^d  be  denied. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Westerville’s  petition  for  rehear¬ 
ing  of  our  order  of  May  30,  1975  in  this 
proceeding  is  hereby  denied. 

(B)  ’The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  to  be  made  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  1)00.75-19919  FUed  7-30-76; 8: 45  am] 


[Docket  No.  S-8308,  E-7206] 

THE  DETROIT  EDISON  CO.  AND 
CONSUMERS  POWER  CO. 

Order  Releasing  Permit  for  Electric  Trans¬ 
mission  Facilities  at  United  States- 
Canadlan  Border 

July  25, 1975, 

This  order  (1)  releases  a  permit  to  ’The 
Detroit  Edison  Company  (Edison)  in 
Docket  No.  E-8308  for  the  construction, 
operation,  maintenance  and  connection 
of  a  345,000  volt  transmission  line  over 
the  St.  cnair  River  at  the  United  States- 
Canadlan  border  in  the  vicinity  of  St. 
Clair  and  Marine  CMty,  Michigan,  (2) 
amends  the  authorization  of  Edison  and 
Consumers  Power  Company  (Consum¬ 
ers)  in  Docket  No.  E^-7206  to  transmit 
electric  energy  from  the  United  States 
to  Canada,  so  as  to  allow  exportation  of 
energy  over  the  proposed  transmission 
line  of  Edison  as  well  as  over  its  existing 
transmission  facilities,  (3)  grants  inter¬ 
vention  to  the  Cities  of  Coldwater,  Mar¬ 
shall,  Niles,  Hillsdale  and  Petoskey, 
Michigan  (Cities),  with  respect  to  the 
application  of  Edison  for  a  permit  and 
the  Joint  application  of  Edison  and  Con¬ 
sumers  (Applicants)  for  a  supplemental 
export  order,  (4)  provides  for  a  hearing 
on  the  Issues  raised  by  the  Cities’  peti¬ 
tions  to  Intervene  and  the  answers 
thereto  of  Applicants,  (5)  prescribes  the 
procedure  for  the  hearing,  and  (6)  dis¬ 
cusses  the  environmental  Impact  of  the 
Issuance  of  the  permit  and  the  related 
amendment  of  the  export  authorization. 

Edison  is  incorporated  under  the  laws 
of  the  States  of  Michigan  and  New  York, 
with  Its  principal  place  of  business  at 


Detroit,  Michigan.  Consumers  is  incor¬ 
porated  under  the  laws  of  the  State  of 
Michigan,  with  its  principal  place  of 
business  at  Jackson,  Michigan. 

The  Commission,  by  order  issued  Oc¬ 
tober  10,  1972,  Docket  No.  E-7206  (48 
FPC  752) ,  authorized  Applicants,  pursu¬ 
ant  to  Section  202(e)  of  the  Federal 
Power  Act  (Act) ,  to  transmit  electric  en¬ 
ergy  from  the  United  States  to  Canada 
in  an  amoimt  not  to  exceed  4,000,000,000 
kwh  per  year  at  a  rate  of  transmission 
not  to  exceed  2,200,000  kva  by  means  of 
certain  facilities  of  Edison  covered  by 
various  permits  Issued  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  under  Executive  Order  No.  10485, 
dated  September  3, 1953,  which  are  here¬ 
inafter  described  and  specified,  for  de¬ 
livery  to  The  Hydro-Electric  Power  Com¬ 
mission  of  Ontario  (Ontario  Hydro)  in 
accordance  with  the  Interconnection 
Agreement  dated  May  23,  1969  (Agree¬ 
ment)  among  Consumers,  Edison  and 
Ontario  Hydro,  which  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  as  Edison’s  Export  Rate 
Schedule  FPC  No,  13.  Edison’s  facilities 
connect  overhead  with  Ontario  Hydro’s 
facilities  at  three  points  on  the  United 
States-Canadian  border  for  the  purpose 
of  effectuating  the  sale,  purchase  and 
exchange  of  energy  contemplated  by  the 
Agreement.  Such  interconnections  in¬ 
clude  a  230,000  volt  interconnection  over 
the  Detroit  River  near  Detroit,  Michigan 
and  Windsor,  Ontario;  a  230,000  volt 
interconnection  over  the  St.  CHalr  River 
near  Marysville,  Michigan  and  Sarnia. 
Ontario;  and  a  345,000  volt  interconnec¬ 
tion  over  the  St.  Clair  River  near  St. 
Cfialr,  Michigan  and  Courtrlght,  Ontario. 
’The  230,000  volt  facilities  of  Edison  are 
authorized  by  Its  Permit  signed  by  the 
Chairman  of  the  Commission  on  October 
12,  1953,  as  modified  by  the  Amendment 
to  Permit  which  was  also  signed  by  the 
(Chairman  on  September  19, 1972,  Docket 
No.  E-6516.  The  345,000  volt  facilities  of 
Edison  are  authorized  by  its  Permit 
signed  by  the  Acting  Chairman  of  the 
Commission  on  March  1,  1966,  Docket 
No.  55-7207.  The  Commission  provided  in 
Paragraph  (C)  of  its  order  l^ued  Octo¬ 
ber  10,  1972  that  the  authorization 
therein  granted  ^  “may  be  modified  from 
time  to  time  •  •  ^  by  further  order  of 
the  Commission  •  •  •’’. 


'  The  authorization,  as  stated  In  Paragraph 
(B)  of  the  Commission's  October  10,  1972 
order,  is  as  follows: 

•  (B)  The  electric  energy  which  Applicants 
are  hereby  authorized  to  transmit  from  the 
United  States  to  Canada  shall  be  In  an 
amount  not  In  excess  of  4,000,000,000  kwh 
annually  at  a  transmission  rate  not  to 
exceed  2,200,000  kva;  the  energy  Is  to  be 
transmitted  over  the  230,000  volt  facilitle.s 
specified  In  the  Permit  of  Edison  signed  by 
the  Chairman  of  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission  on  October  12,  1953,  as  modified  by 
the  Amendment  signed  by  said  Chairman 
on  September  16,  1972,  Docket  No.  B-0516, 
and  the  345,000  volt  facilities  q>eclfied  In  the 
Permit  at  Edison  signed  by  the  Acting  Chair¬ 
man  of  the  Federal  Power  Commission  on 
March  1,  1966,  In  Docket  No.  B-7207.  referred 
to  above.  The  limitations  provided  herein 
shall  iq>ply  to  the  net  hourly  rate  of  trans¬ 
mission  over  all  Interconnections  between 
Edison  and  Ontario  Hydro  and  the  net  hourly 
transmission  of  kwh  of  energy  over  those 
interconnections. 


Subsequently  on  Jime  14,  1973,  Edison 
filed  an  application  in  Docket  No.  E-8308, 
pursuant  to  Executive  Order  No.  10485, 
for  permission  to  construct,  operate, 
maintain  and  connect  at  the  interna¬ 
tional  border  between  the  United  States 
and  Canada  an  additional  345,000  volt 
transmission  line  for  the  transmission  of 
electric  energy  between  the  United  States 
and  Canada.  Edison’s  application  was 
supplemented  and  amended  on  Jime  19, 
1974.  The  new  line  will  be  part  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  345  kv  international  interconnec¬ 
tion  between  Edison’s  St.  Clair  Power 
Plant  located  in  East  China  Township, 
St.  Clair  County,  Michigan  and  Ontario 
Hydro’s  Lambton  Generating  Station 
located  near  Courtrlght,  Ontario.  The 
new  Interconnection,  as  in  the  case  of  the 
existing  Interconnection  between  Edison 
and  Ontario  Hydro,  will  be  utilized  for 
the  transfer  of  energy  between  Appli¬ 
cants  and  Ontario  Hydro  under  the 
Agreement.  TTie  facilities  for  which  Edi¬ 
son  seeks  a  permit  are  described  as 
follows; 

One  single  circuit,  three-phase,  60 
hertz,  345,000  volt  overhead  transmission 
line  supported  on  steel  towers,  with  phase 
spacing  and  insulation  suitable  for 
future  operation  at  500,000  volts,  extend¬ 
ing  from  the  anchor  tower  located  <m 
the  united  States  mainland  at  a  point 
between  St.  Cfialr  and  Marine  City. 
Michigan,  over  the  St.  Clair  River  to  the 
international  border  between  the  United 
States  and  Canada,  there  connecting 
with  a  similar  transmission  line  of  TTie 
Hydro-Electric  Power  Commission  of 
Ontario  extending  from  the  international 
border  over  the  St.  Clair  River  to  a 
point  on  the  Canadian  mainland 
located  between  Courtrlght  and  Sombra, 
Ontario. 

Simultaneously  with  the  filing  of  Edi¬ 
son’s  application  for  the  permit  on 
June  14,  1973,  Edison  and  Consumers 
Jointly  applied  in  Docket  No,  E-7206. 
pursuant  to  Section  202(e)  of  the  Act,  for 
a  supplemental  order  authorizing  the 
transmission  of  electric  energy  from  the 
United  States  to  Canada  over  Edison’s 
proposed  345,000  volt  transmission  line 
in  addition  to  its  existing  230,000  volt  and 
345,000  volt  transmission  facilities.  The 
joint  application  filed  by  Edison  and  Con¬ 
sumers  does  not  seek  an  increase  in  the 
amoimt  or  transmission  rate  of  energy 
which  they  may  transmit  to  Canada 
under  the  Commission’s  order  of  Octo¬ 
ber  10,  1972,  Docket  No.  E-7206,  referred 
to  above.  The  only  change  in  that  order 
sought  by  Edison  atid  Consiuners  is  a 
modification  of  Paragraph  (B)  so  as  to 
authorize  the  exportation  of  energy  by 
means  of  the  proposed  transmission  line 
as  well  as  by  means  of  the  transmission 
facilities  which  are  constructed  and  con¬ 
nected  with  Ontario  Hydro’s  transmission 
system. 

Written  notice  of  Edison’s  application 
in  Docket  No.  E-8308  and  the  Joint  appli¬ 
cation  of  Edison  and  (Consumers  in  Dock¬ 
et  No.  E-7206  was  given  to  the  Michigan 
Public  Service  Commission  and  to  the 
Governor  of  that  State.  Notice  of  the  ap¬ 
plications  was  also  given  by  pubUcaticHi 
in  the  Federal  Register  on  August  13, 
1973  (38  FR  21817) ,  stating  that  any  per¬ 
son  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to  make  any 
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protest  with  reference  to  the  applications 
should  on  or  before  August  27,  1973  file 
with  the  Federal  Power  Cwnmlsslon, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426  petitions  to  In- 
teiwene  or  protests  in  accordance  with 
tlie  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10) .  The  time 
for  filing  petitions  to  intervene  or  pro¬ 
tests  was  extended  to  and  including  Octo¬ 
ber  1,  1973  by  the  CMnmlssion’s  Secre¬ 
tary  (38  PR  25220,  September  12,  1973) 
at  the  request  of  the  Michigan  Municipal 
Electric  Association.  Protests,  petitions 
to  intervene,  and  requests  for  hearing 
were  filed  by  certain  individuals  and 
municipalities  as  discussed  below. 

Mr.  and  Mrs.  Walter  Kade  of  St.  Clair, 
Michigan,  by  letter  of  protest  filed  on 
January  21,  1974,  object  to  Edison’s  pro¬ 
posed  electric  transmission  line  and  state, 
in  substance,  that  if  constructed,  the  line 
would  constitute  a  danger  to  the  safety  of 
the  residents  of  East  China  Township 
and  would  be  in  violation  of  the  Town¬ 
ship’s  zoning  ordinance.  Edison,  how¬ 
ever,  filed  on  June  19,  1974,  as  part  of 
the  supplement  and  amendment  to  its 
application  for  the  permit  for  the  line, 
a  revised  Environmental  Report,  dated 
February  1974,  which  states  on  page  15 
that  electric  transmission  lines  “are  ex¬ 
empted  frcHn  the  East  China  Township 
zoning  ordinance’’.  There  is  no  need  for 
us  to  resolve  the  conflict  produced  by 
those  statements  since  our  jurisdiction 
under  Executive  Order  No.  10485  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  proposed  St.  Clair-Lambton 
interconnection  extends  to  that  portion 
of  it  which  crosses  over  the  St.  Clair  River 
at  a  point  on  the  United  States-Canadian 
border.  The  Permit  which  we  are  releas¬ 
ing  to  Edison  does  not  authorize  any  elec¬ 
tric  transmission  facilities  situated  on  the 
Michigan  mainland  except  the  anchor 
tower.  In  addition  to  this  limitation  on 
our  jurisdiction  over  the  facilities  which 
will  comprise  the  St.  Clair-Lambton 
interconnection,  it  is,  of  coiu^,  not  our 
responsibility  to  oversee  compliance  with 
local  zoning  ordinances  by  holders  of 
permits  issued  imder  Executive  Order  No. 
10485.  In  these  circumstances,  it  would 
be  appropriate  for  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Kade  to 
submit  their  objections  concerning  the 
proposed  line  to  the  local  agency  charged 
with  the  enforcement  of  the  zoning 
ordinance  of  the  Township. 

A  Protest,  Petition  To  Intervene  and 
Request  For  A  Hearing  was  jointly  filed 
by  the  Cities  of  Coldwater,  Marshall  and 
Niles,  Michigan  on  October  2,  1973  *  and 
by  the  Cities  of  Hillsdale  and  Petoskey, 
Michigan  <mi  October  17,  1973,  all  in 
Docket  Nos,  E-8308  and  E-7206.  An  an¬ 
swer  was  jointly  filed  by  Applicants  on 
October  17,  1973  to  the  pleadings  of 
Coldwater,  Marshall  and  Niles  and  on 
October  26,  1973  to  the  pleadings  of 
Hillsdale  and  Petoskey. 


‘The  Protest,  Petition  To  Intervene  and 
Request  For  A  Hearing  of  Coldwater,  Marshall 
and  Niles  appears  to  have  been  physically 
received  In  the  offices  of  Uie  Commlaalon  on 
October  1,  1973,  but  aftw  the  dose  of  busl* 
ness  on  that  day.  Those  pleading!  were 
docketed  as  having  been  filed  on  the  next 
day,  October  2,  1973. 


In  addition,  a  motion  for  permission 
to  reply  to  Applicants’  answer  to  the 
pleadings  of  Coldwater,  Marshall  and 
Niles  was  jointly  filed  in  these  proceed¬ 
ings  on  October  24,  1973  by  Coldwater, 
Hillsdale,  Marshall,  Niles  and  Petoskey 
and  they  enclosed  the  proposed  reply  with 
their  motion. 

The  CTities  operate  electric  utility  sys¬ 
tems.  which  include  generating  facilities 
in  the  case  of  Coldwater,  Marshall  and 
Hillsdale.  A  portion  of  the  electric  sup¬ 
ply  of  Coldwater  and  Hillsdale,  most  of 
the  electric  supply  of  Marshall,  and  the 
entire  electric  supply  of  Petoskey  is  fur¬ 
nished  by  Consumers,  All  electric  energy 
sold  and  distributed  by  Niles  is  furnished 
by  Indiana  &  Michigan  Electric  Com¬ 
pany,  The  Cfities  allege  that  “this  awJli- 
cation  [sici  is  part  of  a  ger^eral  and  sys¬ 
tematic  violation  of  antitrust  law  and 
policy  and  that  approval  of  it  without 
conditions  that  would  give  Cities  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  participate  in  the  agree¬ 
ments  and  ancillary  services,  would  be 
illegal’’.  More  specifically,  the  Cities  al¬ 
lege  that  Applicants  are  engaging  in 
anti-competitive  conduct  to  the  detri¬ 
ment  of  the  CTities  by  reason  of  Appli¬ 
cants’  refusal  to  provide  electric  trans¬ 
mission  service  for  the  Cities  or  to  allow 
participation  by  them  in  the  contractual 
electric  service  arrangements  among  Ap¬ 
plicants,  Ontario  Hydro  and  various  elec¬ 
tric  utility  companies  operating  in  Ohio, 
Indiana,  and  Illinois.  It  is  also  alleged 
by  the  Cities  that  the  issuance  of  the 
supplemental  export  order  sought  by 
Applicants  would  impede  the  coordina¬ 
tion  in  the  public  interest  of  facilities 
subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’’  within  the  meaning  and  con¬ 
trary  to  the  requirements  of  Section  202 
(e)  of  the  Act.  The  Cities  request,  in  sub¬ 
stance,  that  the  Commission  direct  that 
a  hearing  be  held  on  the  applications  of 
Edison  and  Consumers,  permit  the  Cities 
to  intervene  in  the  hearing,  and  condi¬ 
tion  approval  of  the  applications  so  as  to 
entitle  the  Cfities  to  participate  in,  or 
share  the  benefits  of,  the  interconnection 
and  coordination  of  the  electric  facilities 
of  Applicants,  Ontario  Hydro,  and  the 
.Ohio,  Indiana  and  Illinois  companies. 

Applicants  oppose  the  Cities’  request 
for  hearing,  inteiwention  and  inclusion 
of  interconnection  and  coordination  con¬ 
ditions.  among  others,  in  any  order  or 
permit  issued  by  the  Commission  to  Ap¬ 
plicants.  Procedurally,  Applicants  con¬ 
tend  tliat  the  Cfities’  pleadings  should  be 
rejected  because  they  were  not  timely 
filed.  Substantively,  Applicants  argue 
that  no  nexus  has  been  shown  by  the 
Cities  between  the  alleged  anti-competi- 
tlve  conduct  of  Applicants  and  the  relief 
which  the  Cities  request  the  Commission 
to  grant,  on  the  one  hand,  and  the  au¬ 
thorization  which  Applicants  seek  and 
the  actions  which  the  Cmnmission  Is  em¬ 
powered  to  take  under  Section  202(e)  of 
the  Act,  on  the  other  hand. 

It  is  our  conclusion  that  the  allega¬ 
tions  contained  in  the  Cities’  pleadings 
do  not  require  denial  of  Edison’s  am>li- 
catlon  for  the  permit  or  the  joint  appli- 
catlon  of  Edison  and  Consumers  for  the 
supplemental  export  order.  We  have 


found  the  issuance  of  the  permit  for  Edi¬ 
son’s  new  transihlssion  line  to  be  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  public  Interest  and  ob¬ 
tained  favorable  recommendations  of  the 
Secretaries  of  State  and  Defense  with 
respect  to  such  Issuance,  all  as  set  forth 
in  the  permit  released  hereinafter,  and 
thus  the  requirements  of  Executive  Or¬ 
der  No.  10485  have  been  fully  met.  Fur¬ 
thermore,  we  believe  that  good  cause  has 
been  shown,  as  required  by  Section  202 
(e)  of  the  Act,  for  amending  AK>llcants’ 
export  authorization  and  thereby  en¬ 
abling  them  to  utilize  the  new  line  for 
deliveries  of  electric  energy  to  Ontario 
Hydro  as  part  of  the  energy  exchange 
arrangements.  It  appears,  however,  that 
the  Cities’  pleadings,  together  with  the 
related  answers  of  Applicants,  present 
factual  questions  which  may  usefully  be 
examined  in  an  evidentiary  hearing  so  as 
to  assist  us  in  carrying  out  our  respon¬ 
sibilities  under  Section  202(e)  of  the  Act 
and  the  provisions  of  Executive  Order 
No.  10485.  The  regulatory  jurisdiction 
conferred  upon  us  is  a  continuing  matter 
since  it  includes  not  only  the  authority 
to  prescribe  the  terms  and  conditions  for 
the  initial  exp>ortation  of  electric  energy 
and  the  conslaniction,  operation  and  con¬ 
nection  of  electric  transmission  facilities 
at  the  international  border,  but  also  the 
authority  to  issue  supplemental  export 
orders,  such  as  this  order  in  Docket  No. 
E-7206,  and  to  modify  permits  for  border 
facilities  whenever  we  determine  changes 
to  be  necessary  or  appropriate  or  required 
by  the  public  interest.  The  continuing 
nature  of  this  regulatory  process  is  re¬ 
flected  in  Paragraph  (C)  of  the  export 
order  issued  October  10,  1972,  to  Appli¬ 
cants,  referred  to  above,  and  in  Article  1 
of  the  Permit  hereinafter  released  to 
Edison.  We  will  invoke  our  regulatory 
powers  to  alter  the  terms  and  conditions 
of  Applicants’  export  authorization  or 
Edison's  Permit  in  the  event  that  such 
action  is  warranted  by  developments  re¬ 
sulting  from  the  intervention  and  hear¬ 
ing  which  we  are  granting  and  providing 
for  hereinafter. 

On  June  9, 1975,  Edison  filed  in  Docket 
No.  E-8308  a  Petition  For  Immediate 
Interim  Authorization,  which  would  au¬ 
thorize  (1)  the  construction  and  opera¬ 
tion  of  the  345,000  volt  facilities  at  the 
United  States-Canadian  border  and  (2) 
the  transmission  of  electric  energy  from 
the  United  States  to  Canada  over  such 
facilities,  all  as  described  above.  Con¬ 
sumers  filed  on  June  13,  1975,  a  letter  in 
support  of  Edison’s  Petition.  The  Cities 
filed  on  June  24,  1975  an  answer  to  Edi¬ 
son’s  Petition.  The  Cities  state,  in  sub¬ 
stance,  that  they  do  not  object  to  the 
Petition  being  granted  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  provided  that  it  does  so  on  certain 
conditions  specified  in  the  Cities’  answer. 
In  view  of  the  actions  which  we  are  tak¬ 
ing  by  this  order,  including  the  release 
of  the  Permit  to  Edison  in  Docket  No.  E- 
8308  and  the  amendment  of  the  export 
authorization  of  Edison  and  Consumers 
in  Docket  No.  E-7206,  there  is  no  need 
for  us  to  act  upon  Edison’s  request  for 
Interim  authorization. 

The  National  Energy  Board  of  Canswia 
on  July  3, 1973  issued  (1)  a  Certificate  of 
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Public  Convenience  and  Necessity  au¬ 
thorizing  Ontario  Hydro  to  construct  the 
Canadian  portion  of  the  345  kv  St.  Clair- 
Lainbton  international  interconnection, 
and  (2)  an  order  which  amended  On¬ 
tario  Hydro’s  export  license  so  as  to  au¬ 
thorize  the  exportation  of  electric  energy 
to  the  United  States  over  the  proposed 
345  kv  transmission  facilities  of  Ontario 
Hydro,  among  other  facilities. 

The  National  Environmental  Policy 
Act  of  1969  (NEPA)  is  applicable  to  these 
proceedings  because  our  actions  herein, 
namely,  the  release  of  the  Permit  to  Edi¬ 
son  in  Docket  No.  E-8308  for  its  proposed 
transmission  line  and  the  amendment  of 
the  export  order  of  Edison  and  Consum¬ 
ers  in  Docket  No.  E-7206,  all  as  described 
above,  clearly  constitute  “major  Federal 
actions  significantly  affecting  the  qual¬ 
ity  of  the  human  environment”  within 
the  meaning  of  Section  102(2)  (C)  of 
NEPA.  In  these  circumstances  NEPA  re¬ 
quires  the  preparation,  by  a  responsible 
official  of  the  concerned  Federal  agency, 
of  a  detailed  statement  which  considers 
the  environmental  impact  and  certain 
other  aspects  of  the  proposed  actions. 
Accordingly,  the  Commission’s  staff  pre¬ 
pared  for  these  proceedings  a  Draft  En¬ 
vironmental  Impact  Statement  (DEIS), 
dated  July  1974,  which  covered  the  entire 
St.  Clair-Lambton  interconnection,  as 
described  above,  and  not  merely  that 
portion  of  it  which  is  subject  to  Com¬ 
mission  jurisdiction  under  Executive  Or¬ 
der  No.  10485  and  which  may  be  utilized 
to  export  electric  energy  as  authorized 
by  the  Commission  imder  Section  202(e) 
of  the  Act.  Previously,  Edison  had  suh- 
xnltted  an  Environmental  Report,  dated 
March  1973,  as  part  of  its  application  for 
the  permit  and  subsequently  Edison  sub¬ 
mitted  a  revised  Environmental  Report, 
dated  February  1974,  as  part  of  the  sup¬ 
plement  and  sunendment  to  that  appli¬ 
cation,  both  Reports  being  environmen¬ 
tal  studies  of  the  St.  Clair-Lambton 
interconnection.  On  July  22,  1974,  the 
staff  filed  copies  of  the  DEIS  with  the 
Commission,  furnished  copies  of  the 
DEIS  to  the  Council  on  Environmental 
Quality  (CEQ),  and  transmitted  copies 
of  the  DEIS  for  comments  to  inter¬ 
ested  Federal,  State,  regional  and 
local  agencies  and  otlier  concerned 
organizations,  including  Applicants. 
The  availability  of  the  DEHS  for 
public  inspection  at  certain  places  was 
made  known  through  a  notice  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  on  July  25.  1974 
(39  FR  27188)  and  comments  were  in¬ 
vited  by  the  notice.  Following  the  receipt 
of  comments  from  several  .sources,  the 
staff  made  certain  changes  in  its  state¬ 
ment  to  reflect  the  suggestions  contained 
in  the  comments  and  thus  a  Final  En- 
vlronmental  Impact  Statement  (FEIS), 
dated  May  1975,  was  prepared.  On  May 
29, 1976,  copies  of  the  FEIS  were  filed  by 
the  staff  with  the  Commission,  fiirnished 
by  the  staff  to  CEQ,  and  transmitted  by 
the  staff  for  Information  to  substantially 
the  same  entities  which  had  been  sup¬ 
plied  with  copies  of  the  DEIS.  Reproduc¬ 
tions  of  all  comments  received  on  the 
DEIS  are  set  forth  in  Appendix  B  of  the 
FEIS  with  appropriate  references  to  the 


pages  of  FEIS  which  reflect  the  com¬ 
ments. 

Ihe  FEIS  represents  a  careful  analysis 
of  the  Implementation  of  the  Ccxnmls- 
sion’s  actions  relative  to  the  St.  Clair- 
Lambton  Interconnection  by  considering 
the  environmental  impact  and  all  other 
matters  which  Section  102(2)  (C)  of 
NEPA  requires  to  be  evaluated,  including 
unavoidable  adverse  effects,  alternative 
proposals,  relationship  between  short¬ 
term  uses  and  maintenance  and  en¬ 
hancement  of  long-term  productivity, 
and  irreversible  commitments  of  re¬ 
sources.  Although  the  FEIS  Indicates 
certain  disadvantages  flowing  from  the 
Commission’s  actions,  such  as  restric¬ 
tions  on  land  use  witnin  the  right-of- 
way  of  the  proposed  transmission  facili¬ 
ties,  the  addition  of  another  transmission 
line  to  the  landscape,  the  destruction  of 
birds  in  collisions  with  the  transmission 
line  towers  and  conductors,  and  the  dis¬ 
ruption  of  shipping  traffic  on  the  St. 
Clair  River  duHng  construction  of  the 
facilities  and  thereafter  while  mainte¬ 
nance  work  is  being  performed,  yet  the 
FEIS  also  reveals  that  no  changes  in  fish 
and  wildlife  population  or  in  air  and 
water  quality  are  anticipated.  Further¬ 
more,  the  FEIS  points  out  that  the  St. 
Clair-Lambton  Interconnection  will  as¬ 
sist  in  maintaining  and  improving  elec¬ 
tric  power  system  reliability  not  only  in 
the  Michigan  area  served  by  Applicants, 
but  also  In  New  York  State  and  other  re¬ 
gions  of  the  northeastern  United  States. 
This  improved  reliability  is  possible  be¬ 
cause,  as  the  FEIS  exi^ains,  Ontario 
Hydro’s  electric  transmission  system  pro¬ 
vides  a  connecting  link  between  the  sys¬ 
tems  located  in  Michigan  and  New  York. 
It  is  our  conclusion  that  this  benefit  far 
outweighs  the  above-mentioned  disad¬ 
vantages.  We  also  believe  that  the  prob¬ 
lems  discussed  in  Section  9  of  the  FETS 
can,  for  the  most  part,  be  resolved  by  Ap¬ 
plicants’  adopting  the  staff’s  recommen- 
datlons  as  set  forth  therein  (PEIS.  pp. 
9-1, 9-2) .  Conditions  included  in  the  Per¬ 
mit  released  hereinafter  to  Edison  re¬ 
quire  It  to  take  protective  measures  re¬ 
garding  air  travel  (Article  8)  and  arche¬ 
ological  sites  (Article  3). 

T?ie  Commission  further  finds: 

(1)  Oood  cause  has  been  shown  and  it 
is  necessary  and  appropriate  for  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  the  Federal  Power  Act  that 
Paragraphs  (B)  and  (P)  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  order  issued  October  10,  1972, 
Docket  No.  E-7206,  be  modified  as  here¬ 
inafter  provided. 

(2)  The  requirements  of  Elxecutlve 
Order  No.  10485  applicable  to  the  issu¬ 
ance  of  the  Permit  requested  by  Edison 
in  Docket  No.  E-8308  for  the  construc¬ 
tion,  operation,  maintenance  and  con¬ 
nection  of  the  345,000  volt  transmission 
facilities  at  the  United  States-Canadian 
border,  as  described  above,  have  been 
complied  with,  and  it  is  therefore  appro¬ 
priate  and  in  the  public  interest  that  such 
Permit,  as  signed  by  the  Chairman  of  the 
Commission,  be  released  as  hereinafter 
provided. 

(3)  The  procedures  followed  in  these 
proceedings  have  been  in  compliance 


with  the  provisions  of  the  National  En¬ 
vironmental  Policy  Act  of  1969. 

(4)  The  Pinal  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  issued  in  these  proceedings 
complies  with  the  requirements  of  the 
National  Environmental  i*olicy  Act  of 
1969. 

(5)  Participation  by  the  (Titles  of  Cold- 
water,  Marshall,  NUes,  Hillsdale  and 
Petoskey,  Michigan,  in  these  proceedings 
may  be  in  the  public  Interest. 

(6)  It  is  necessary  and  appropriate  to 
carry  out  the  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Power  Act  and  Executive  Order  No. 
10485  that  a  public  hearing  be  held  in 
these  proceedings  concerning  the  issues 
raised  by  the  (Titles’  Protests,  Petitions 
to  Intervene,  and  Requests  for  Hearing, 
the  Answers  thereto  of  Applicants,  and 
the  Reply  of  the  Cities. 

(7)  Good  cause  has  been  shown  for 
granting  the  Cities’  motion  for  penni.s- 
slon  to  reply  to  Applicants’  answer. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Paragraph  (B)  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  order  issued  October  10,  1972. 
Docket  No.  E;-7206,  Is  hereby  amended 
by  authorizing  the  exportation  of  electric 
energy  over  the  proposed  345,000  volt 
facilities  covered  by  Edison’s  Permit  in 
Docket  No.  El-8308,  among  other  facili¬ 
ties,  and,  as  so  amended.  Paragraph  (B) 
shall  read  as  follows: 

(B)  The  electric  energy  which  Appli¬ 
cants  are  hereby  authorized  to  transmit 
from  the  United  States  to  Canada  shall 
be  in  an  amount  not  in  excess  of  4,000,- 
000,000  kwh  annually  at  a  transmission 
rate  not  to  exceed  2,200,000  kva;  the  en¬ 
ergy  is  to  be  transmitted  over  the  230,000 
volt  facilities  spe<rffled  in  the  Permit  of 
Edison  signed  by  the  Chairman  of  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  on  October 
12,  1953,  as  modified  by  the  Amendment 
signed  by  said  Chairman  on  September 
15,  1972,  Docket  No.  E-6516.  the  345.000 
volt  facilities  specified  In  the  Permit  of 
Edison  signed  by  the  Acting  Chairman 
of  the  Federal  Power  Commission  on 
March  1,  1966,  Docket  No.  El-7207,  and 
the  345,000  volt  facilities  specified  in  the 
Permit  of  Edison  signed  by  the  Chairman 
of  the  Fedetal  Power  Commission  on 
July  25, 1975,  Docket  No.  El-8308,  referred 
to  above.  ’The  limitations  provided  herein 
shall  apply  to  the  net  hourly  rate  of 
transmission  over  all  interconnections 
between  Edison  and  Ontario  Hydro  and 
the  net  hourly  transmission  of  kwh  of 
energy  over  those  interconnections. 

(B)  Paragraph  (F)  of  the  aforesaid 
order  of  the  Commission  issued  Octo¬ 
ber  10, 1972  is  hereby  amended  by  chang¬ 
ing  the  phrase  “three  interconnections’’ 
to  read  “four  interconnections,”  and,  as 
so  amended.  Paragraph  (F)  shall  read 
as  follows: 

(F)  Applicants  shall  install  and  main¬ 
tain  adequate  metering  equipment  to 
measure  the  flow  of  all  electric  energy 
transmitted  from  the  United  States  to 
Canada,  pursuant  to  the  authority  herein 
granted;  shall  make,  keep  and  preserve 
full  and  ccMnplete  records  with  respect 
to  the  movement  of  such  energy  and 
shall  furnish,  in  triplicate,  reports  an¬ 
nually,  on  or  before  February  15,  show¬ 
ing  for  each  month  of  the  preceding  cal- 
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endar  year,  the  kilowatt-hours  of  energy 
received  and  the  kilowatt-hours  of  en- 
erg>’  delivered  over  the  four  interconnec¬ 
tions  as  a  group,  the  maximum  rate  of 
transmission,  and  the  consideration 
therefor.  In  addition,  such  reports  shall 
show  separately  for  each  interconnection 
the  gross  monthly  kilowatt-hours  trans¬ 
mitted  in  each  direction  and  the  maxi¬ 
mum  rates  of  such  transmissions. 

(C)  All  other  terms  and  conditions  as 
set  forth  in  Paragraphs  (A),  (C),  (D), 
(E»,  (G),  (H),  (I),  and  (J)  of  the  afore¬ 
said  order  of  the  Commission  issued  Oc¬ 
tober  10,  1972  shall  remain  in  full  force 
and  effect. 

(D)  Concurrently  with  the  issuance  of 
this  order,  the  Permit  signed  by  the 
Chairman  of  the  Commission  in  Docket 
No.  E-8308,  referred  to  in  Paragraph  (A) 
above,  shall  be  released  and  a  copy 
thereof  transmitted  by  the  Secretary  to 
Edison. 

(E)  The  Cities  of  Coldwater,  Marshall, 
Niles,  Hillsdale  and  Petoskey,  Michigan, 
are  hereby  permitted  to  intervene  in 
these  proceedings,  subject  to  the  Rules 
and  Regulations  of  the  Commission:  Pro¬ 
vided  however.  That  their  participation 
shall  be  Umited  to  matters  affecting  as¬ 
serted  rights  and  interests  set  forth  in 
their  Protests,  Petitions  to  Intervene  and 
Requests  for  Hearing;  and  Provided,  fur¬ 
ther,  That  the  admission  of  said  Cities 
as  intervenors  shall  not  be  construed  as 
recognition  by  the  Commission  that  such 
Intervenors  might  be  aggrieved  by  any 
order  or  orders  of  the  Commission  en¬ 
tered  in  these  proceedings. 

(F)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  con¬ 
tained  in  and  subject  to  the  jurisdiction 
conferred  upon  the  Commission  by  the 
Federal  Power  Act,  particularly  Sections 
202(e),  307,  308  and  309  thereof,  and 
Executive  Order  No.  10485,  and  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure,  a  public 
hearing  shall  be  held  in  these  proceed¬ 
ings  at  a  time  to  be  set  by  the  Admin¬ 
istrative  Law  Judge  designated  to  pre¬ 
side  at  the  hearing,  as  hereinafter  pro¬ 
vided.  in  a  hearing  room  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion.  825  North  Capitol  .Street,  N.E., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426  concerning  the 
issues  raised  by  the  Cities’  Protests,  Peti¬ 
tions  to  Intervene  and  Requests  for 
Hearing,  the  Answers  thereto  of  Appli¬ 
cants,  and  the  Reply  of  the  Cities. 

(G)  A  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge,  to  be  designated  by  the  Chief  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  for  that  pur¬ 
pose  (See  Delegations  of  Final  Authority, 
18  CFR  3.5(d)),  shall  preside  at  the 
hearing  in  these  proceedings,  shall  pre¬ 
scribe  relevant  procedural  matters  not 
herein  provided,  and  shall  control  these 
proceedings  in  accordance  with  the 
policies  expressed  in  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure. 

(H)  Nothing  contained  herein  should 
be  construed  as  limiting  the  rights  of 
the  parties  to  these  proceedings  regard- 
hig  the  convening  of  conferences  or 
offers  of  settlement  pursuant  to  5  1.18  of 
the  Commission’s  niles  of  practice  and 
procedure. 

(I)  The  Cities’  motion  filed  Octo¬ 
ber  24,  1973  for  permission  to  reply  to 
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Applicants’  answer  filed  October  17,  1973 
is  hereby  granted. 

(J)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prcmipt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.75-19920  Filed  7-30-76;8:46  am] 


(Docket  Nos.  CP73-258,  CP73-269.  CP73-267, 
CP73-268,  CP73-269,  and  CP73-270] 

EL  PASO  EASTERN  CO.,  ET  AL 

Availability  of  Supplement  to  the  Draft 

Environmental  Impact  Statement  * 

August  1, 1975. 

Applicants :  El  Paiso  Eastern  Company, 
Transco  Energy  Company,  Transco 
Terminal  Comparp^,  and  Transconti¬ 
nental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corporation. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  the  above 
dockets,  that  on  August  15,  1975,  as  re¬ 
quired  by  Section  2.82(b)  of  Commission 
Order  No.  415-C,  a  Supplement  to  the 
Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement 
prepared  by  the  staff  of  the  Federal  Pow¬ 
er  Commission  was  made  available.  ’The 
Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement 
(DEIS),  circulated  for  comments  on 
July  15,  1974,  deals  with  the  applica¬ 
tions  filed  by  El  Paso  Eastern  Company, 
Transco  Energy  Company,  Transco 
Terminal  Company  and  Transcontinen¬ 
tal  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corporation  in  Docket 
Nos.  CP73-258,  CP73-259,  CP73-267, 
CP73-268,  CP73-269,  and  CP73-270  for  a 
certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  under  Sections  3  and  7(c)  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  requesting  au¬ 
thorization  for  the  importation  of  lique¬ 
fied  natural  gas  (LNG)  from  Algeria;  for 
the  construction  and  operation  of  an  ( 1 ) 
LNG  importation  terminal  at  Raccoon 
Island,  Gloucester  County,  New  Jersey 
and  (2)  approximately  22.74  miles  of  36- 
inch  diameter  pipeline  loop  on  Trans¬ 
continental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corporation’s 
existing  Marcus  Hook-Woodbury  line  at 
Gloucester,  New'  Jersey;  and  for  the  sale 
in  interstate  commerce  of  the  LNG. 

During  the  course  of  FPC  hearings 
concerning  the  Pinal  Environmental  Im¬ 
pact  Statement  (PEIS)  for  the  Distrlgas- 
Eascogas  Staten  Island,  New  York  LNG 
Project.  Docket  Nos.  CT73-47  et  al.  and 
CP73-132  et  al.,  the  staff  becsune  aware 
of  a  possible  inaccuracy  in  the  study 
dealing  w’ith  the  behavior  of  large-scale 
LNG  spills  on  water  which  was  attached 
to  the  Staten  Island  FEIS  and  refer¬ 
enced  on  Pages  3-24  of  the  Raccoon  Is¬ 
land  DEIS.  Also,  since  the  circulation 
date,  additional  studies  concerning  pos¬ 
sible  vapor  cloud  travel  resulting  from  a 
massive  spill  of  LNG  on  water  have  been 
completed  by  the  FPC  staff,  which  mod¬ 
ify  the  technique  used  in  the  former 
studies  referenced  in  the  DEIS.  ’The  Sup¬ 
plement  to  the  DEIS  reflects  this  mod¬ 
ification  of  the  vapor  travel  analysis. 

This  Supplement  to  the  DEIS  has  been 
circulated  to  Federal,  state,  and  local 
agencies,  and  all  parties  to  the  proceed¬ 
ing.  The  DEIS  and  Supplement  to  the 
DEIS  have  been  placed  in  the  public 


files  of  the  Commission,  and  are  avail¬ 
able  for  public  Inspection  both  in  the 
Commission’s  OflQce  of  Public  Informa¬ 
tion,  Room  1000,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426  and 
at  its  regional  office  located  at  26  Fed¬ 
eral  Plaza,  22nd  Floor,  New  York,  New 
York  10007.  Copies  of  the  Supplement  to 
the  DEIS  are  available  in  limited  quan¬ 
tities  from  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Office  of  Public  Information, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

^  |FR  Doc.75-19918  PUed  7-30-75:8:46  am] 


(Docket  No,  CI76-841,  CI76-642,  CI76-678, 

CI75-680,  CI76-746,  CI76-747,  CI76-748] 

MARATHON  OIL  CO..  ET  AL 
Findings  and  Order 

July  24. 1975. 

Findings  and  order  after  statutory 
hearing  issuing  certificates  of  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity,  issuing  tempo¬ 
rary  certificates  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity,  consolidating  proceeding, 
accepting  rate  schedules  for  filing,  grant¬ 
ing  petitions  to  intervene  and  setting 
hearing. 

The  producer  at^lications  in  these 
proceedings  are  related  to  the  pipeline 
authorizations  granted  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  order,  issped  July  18, 1975,  in  Texas 
Eastern  ’Transmission  Corporation,  et  al.. 
Docket  No.  CP63-177,  et  al.  In  these  lat¬ 
ter  proceedings,  the  Commission  author¬ 
ized  the  construction  and  operation  of 
certain  onshore  facilities  and  certain  off¬ 
shore  facilities  in  the  Eugene  Island  area 
and  East  Cameron  area.  South  Addition, 
offshore  Louisiana,  to  move  gas  reserves 
onshore.  Since  the  instant  proceedings 
involve  the  sale  of  the  necessary  gas  re¬ 
serves  to  the  pipelines,  they  constitute 
the  support  and  justification  for  the  con¬ 
struction  of  the  conditionally  authorized 
facilities  in  the  pipeline  proceedings. 

On  April  25,  1975,  as  supplemented 
June  30,  1975,  Marathon  Oil  Company 
(Marathon)  in  Docket  No.  CI75-641,  on 
April  25,  1975,  as  supplemented  Jime  27, 
1975,  Louisiana  Land  Offshore  Explora¬ 
tion  Company,  Inc.  (LLOXY)  in  Docket 
No.  CI75-642,  and  on  May  2,  1975,  as 
supplemented  June  25,  1975,  Texas  East¬ 
ern  Exploration  (Zk).  (Exploration)  in 
Docket  No.  CI75-678  filed  applications 
pursuant  to  Section  7(c)  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  for  certificates  of  public  conveni¬ 
ence  and  necessity  authorizing  the  sale 
for  resale  and  delivery  of  natural  gas  in 
interstate  commerce  to  Texas  Eastern 
Transmission  Corporation  (Texas  East¬ 
ern)  from  the  Block  349  field,  Eugene 
Island  area,  offshore  Louisiana,  all  as 
more  fully  set  forth  in  the  applications, 
as  supplemented,  in  these  dockets. 

These  three  Applicants  propose  to 
make  the  sales  of  natural  gas  at  the  na¬ 
tional  base  rate  of  51.0  cents  per  Mcf 
at  14.73  psia  subject  to  upward  and 
downward  Btu  adjustment  from  a  base  of 
1,000  Btu  per  cubic  foot  and  a  0.5  cent 
gathering  allowance  pursuant  to  the 
Commission’s  Opinion  No.  699,  as  amend- 
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ed.  in  lieu  of  the  contract  rates  of  $1.44 
per  Mcf  at  15.025  psia.  Marathon  owns  a 
57.1  percent  working  interest  in  Block 
349,  LLOXY  owns  a  28.6  percent  working 
interest  and  Exploration  owns  a  14.3  per¬ 
cent  working  interest.  Total  estimated 
monthly  volumes  for  the  three  applicants 
is  1,056,607  Mcf  (14.73  psia)  of  gas. 

On  May  14, 1975,  Texaco  Inc.  (Texaco) 
filed  in  Docket  No.  CI75-680  an  applica¬ 
tion  pursuant  to  Section  7(c)  of  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Oas  Act  for  a  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  authorizing 
the  sale  for  resale  and  delivery  of  na¬ 
tural  gas  in  interstate  commerce  to 
Texas  Oas  Transmission  Corporation 
(Texas  Oas)  from  Blocks  342,  343,  and 
348,  Eugene  Island  area,  offshore  Loui¬ 
siana,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the 
application  in  said  docket.  Texaco  pro¬ 
poses  an  estimated  monthly  sale  of 
918,000  Mcf  (14.73  psia)  of  gas  at  the 
national  base  rate  of  51.0  cents  per  Mcf 
at  14.73  psia  subject  to  upward  and 
downward  Btu  adjustment  from  a  base 
of  1,000  Btu  per  cubic  foot  and  a  0.5  cent 
gathering  allowance  pursuant  to  the 
Commission’s  Opinion  No.  699,  as 
amended.  In  lieu  of  the  contract  rate  of 
$1.15  per  Mcf  at  15.025  psia. 

On  June  16,  1975,  Tenneco  Oil  Com¬ 
pany  (Tenneco)  filed  in  Docket  No.  CI75- 
746  an  application,  as  supplemented 
July  10.  1975,  pursuant  to  Swtlon  7(c) 
of  the  Natural  Oas  Act  for  a  certificate 
of  public  convenience  and  necessity  au¬ 
thorizing  the  sale  for  resale  and  delivery 
of  natural  gas  in  interstate  commerce  to 
Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Company,  a 
Division  of  Tenne<5o  Inc.,  (Tennessee) 
from  Block  281,  East  Cameron  area,  off¬ 
shore  Louisiana,  all  as  more  fully  set 
forth  in  the  application,  as  supple¬ 
mented,  in  this  docket.  Tenneco  proposes 
an  estimated  monthly  sale  of  2,111,400 
Mcf  (14.73  psia)  of  gas  at  the  national 
base  rate  of  51.0  cents  per  Mcf  at  14.73 
psia  subject  to  upward  and  downward 
Btu  adjustment  from  a  base  of  1,000  Btu 
per  cubic  foot  and  a  0.5  cent  gathering 
allowance  pursuant  to  the  Commission’s 
Opinion  No.  699,  as  amended,  in  lieu  of 
the  contract  rate  of  $1.63  per  Mcf  at 
15.025  psia. 

On  June  16,  1975,  Tenneco  Explora¬ 
tion,  Ltd.  (Exploration  Ltd.),  filed  in 
Docket  No.  CI75-748  an  application  as 
supplemented  on  July  15,  1975,  pursuant 
to  Section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
for  a  certificate  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity  authorizing  the  sale  for 
resale  and  delivery  of  natural  gas  in  in¬ 
terstate  commerce  to  Tenneco  from 
Blocks  342  and  343,  Eugene  Island  area, 
offshore  Louisiana,  all  as  more  fully  set 
forth  in  the  application  in  said  docket. 
Exploration  Ltd.  proposes  an  estimated 
monthly  sale  of  1,257,660  Mcf  (14.73 
psia)  of  gas  at  the  national  base  rate  of 
51.0  cents  per  Mcf  at  14.73  psia  subject 
to  upward  and  downward  Btu  adjust¬ 
ment  from  a  base  of  1,000  Btu  per  cubic 
foot  and  a  0.5  cent  gathering  allowance 
pursuant  to  the  Commission’s  Opinion 
No.  699,  as  amended,  in  lieu  of  the  con¬ 
tract  rate  of  $1.44  per  Mcf  at  15.025  psia. 

On  June  16,  1975,  Tenneco  filed  in 
Docket  No.  CI75-747  an  application,  as 


supplemented  on  July  15,  1975,  pursuant 
to  Section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Oas  Act 
for  a  certificate  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity  authorizing  the  sale  for  re¬ 
sale  and  delivery  of  the  natural  gas  in 
Interstate  commerce  to  be  purchased 
from  Exploration  Ltd.  to  Tennessee  frcHn 
Blocks  342  and  343,  Eugene  Island  area, 
offshore  Louisiana,  all  as  more  fully  set 
forth  in  the  application  in  said  docket. 
Tenneco  proposes  an  estimated  monthly 
sale  of  1,257,660  Mcf  (14.73  psia)  of  gas 
at  the  national  base  rate  of  51.0  cents 
per  Mcf  at  14.73  psia  subject  to  upward 
and  downward  Btu  adjustment  from  a 
base  of  1,000  Btu  per  cubic  foot  and  a  0.5 
cent  gathering  allowance  pursuant  to  the 
Commission’s  Opinion  No.  699,  as 
amended,  in  lieu  of  the  contract  rate  of 
$1.44  per  Mcf  at  15.025  psia. 

The  producer  gas  sales  contracts  in 
Docket  Nos.  CI75-680,  CI75-746,  CI75- 
747,  and  CI75-748  would  limit  dedications 
of  reserves  to  the  base  of  defined  pro¬ 
ducing  formations.  In  addition  to  the 
depth  limitation,  the  contracts  in  Docket 
Nos.  CI75-746,  CI75-747,  and  CI75-748 
further  limit  the  dedication  to  75  percent 
of  the  reserves  in  the  dedicated  depths. 
Fiirther,  a  supplemental  agreement  in 
Docket  No.  CI75-680  provides  for  a  pos¬ 
sible  voliunetric  limitation.  In  view  of 
the  national  shortage  of  natural  gas  and 
the  declining  gas  reserves  of  interstate 
pipelines,  the  Commission  by  order  is¬ 
sued  June  3,  1975,  in  Getty  Oil  Com¬ 
pany,  et  al.,  in  Docket  No.  CI75-319,  et 
al.,  directed  that  a  formal  hearing  be 
held  to  resolve  a  similar  issue  of  depth 
limitations  and  limitation  on  the  term 
of  the  sale  (5  years) . 

The  order  of  June  3,  1975,  in  Docket 
No.  CI75-319  et  al.  (p.l)  states: 

“This  proceeding  involves  issues  of 
limitations  in  gas  sales  contracts,  be¬ 
tween  Independent  producers  and  an 
interstate  pipeline,  for  natural  gas  to  be 
produced  and  sold  from  leases  in  the 
Federal  Domain  in  the  Gulf  of  Mexico, 
proposed  to  be  certificated  by  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission  and  accepted  for 
filing. 

The  producer  gas  sales  contracts 
would  limit  dedications  to  the  base  of 
defined  producing  formations  for  a  lim¬ 
ited  term.  In  view  of  the  national  short¬ 
age  of  natiural  gas  and  the  declining  gas 
reserves  of  interstate  pipelines,  the  Com¬ 
mission  directs  a  formal  hearing  on 
these  issues.  Applicants  shall,  inter  alia, 
in  their  evidence  address  the  question  of 
whether  the  dedication  of  gas  reserves 
to  be  connected  from  Federal  Domain 
leases  should  not  include  all  of  the  com¬ 
mercially  producible  gas  reserves  from 
the  surface  to  the  limit  of  the  well  bore.’’ 

Accordingly,  we  shall  herein  consoli¬ 
date  the  proceedings  in  Docket  Nos. 
CI75-680,  CI75-746,  CI75-747,  and  CI75- 
748  with  the  proceedings  in  Docket  No. 
CI75-319,  et  al.,  to  resolve  the  same  is¬ 
sues  of  depth  limitation  and  the  25  per¬ 
cent  reservation  of  reserves  in  Docket 
Nos.  CI75-746,  CI75-747,  and  CI75-748 
and  the  possible  volumetric  limitation  in 
Docket  CI75-680,  and  Uie  limited  term 
(10  years)  proposed  in  Docket  No.  CI75- 
746. 


Based  on  the  need  of  additional  gas 
supplies  and  the  facilitation  of  pipeline 
construction,  Tenneco  and  Exploration 
Ltd.  have  requested  the  Issuance  of  tem¬ 
porary  certificates  in  their  respective 
dockets.  Texaco  in  Docket  No.  CI75-680 
has  not  requested  a  temporary  certifi¬ 
cate.  We  shall  herein  issue  temporary 
certificates  to  Tenneco  and  Exploration 
Ltd.  Additionally,  in  view  of  Texas  Gas’, 
the  buyer’s,  need  for  gas  and  in  order  to 
permit  gas  to  flow  pending  the  formal 
consolidated  proceeding,  we  shall  also 
grant  a  temporary  certificate  to  Texaco 
in  Docket  No.  Cn75-680. 

A  portion  of  the  facilities  proposed  by 
pipeline  Applicants  in  Docket  No.  CP75- 
127,  which  is  part  of  the  proceeding  in 
Docket  No.  CP63-177,  et  al,  is  for  a  proj¬ 
ect,  Project  281,  to  be  constructed  in  the 
East  Cameron  area,  offshore  Louisiana. 
The  gas  supporting  this  project  is  to  be 
purchased  from  Tenneco  and  Texaco. 
Each  producer  owns  a  50  percent  inter¬ 
est.  Tenneco  has  filed  for  appropriate 
Commission  authorization  in  Docket  No. 
CI75-746.  However,  Texaco  has  not  as 
of  the  date  of  this  order  filed  for  appro¬ 
priate  authorization  to  sell  the  gas  from 
its  interest  to  Tennessee.  Accordingly,  a 
written  statement  is  to  be  filed  by  Texaco 
within  10  days  of  the  date  of  this  order 
advising  the  Commission  of  its  inten¬ 
tions  with  regard  to  its  50  percent  inter¬ 
est  in  Block  281. 

After  due  notice  by  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register,  petitions  to  intervene 
were  filed  by  Associated  Gas  Distributors 
and  Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Company, 
a  Division  of  Tenneco  Inc.,  in  Docket 
Nos.  CI75-746  and  CI75-747.  A  petition 
to  intervene  was  also  filed  by  Air  Prod¬ 
ucts  and  Chemicals,  Inc.,  in  Docket  No. 
CI75-746.  Associated  Gas  Distributors 
also  requests  that  the  applications  in 
Docket  Nos.  CI75-746  and  CI75-747  be 
held  in  abeyance  and  eventually  be  set 
for  formal  hearing.  However,  on  July  18, 
1975,  Associated  Gas  withdrew  its  peti¬ 
tion.  No  notice  of  Intervention,  protest 
to  the  granting  of  the  applications,  or 
further  petition  to  intervene  has  been 
filed. 

At  a  hearing  held  on  July  24,  1975,  the 
Commission  on  is  own  motion  received 
and  made  a  part  of  the  record  in  these 
proceedings  all  evidence,  including  the 
applications,  as  supplemented,  and  ex¬ 
hibits  thereto,  submitted  in  support  of 
the  authorizations  sought  herein,  and 
upon  consideration  of  the  record. 

The  Commission  finds: 

(1)  Each  Applicant  here  is  a  “natu¬ 
ral-gas  company”  within  the  meaning  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  as  heretofore  found 
by  the  Commission. 

(2)  The  sales  of  natural  gas  herein¬ 
before  described,  as  more  fully  described 
in  the  applications  in  Docket  Nos.  CI75- 
641,  CI75-642  and  CI75-678,  wiU  be  made 
in  interstate  commerce  subject  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Commission;  and  such 
sales  by  Applicants,  together  with  the 
construction  and  operation  of  any  facili¬ 
ties  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Commission  necessary  therefor,  are  sub¬ 
ject  to  (iie  requirements  of  Subsections 
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(c)  and  (e)  of  Section  7  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act. 

(3)  Applicants  in  Docket  Nos.  CI75- 

641,  CI75-642  and  CI75-678  are  able  and 
willing  properly  to  do  the  acts  and  to 
perform  the  service  proposed  and  to  con¬ 
form  to  the  provisions  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  and  the  requirements,  rules  and 
regulations  of  the  Commission  there¬ 
under. 

(4)  The  sales  of  natural  gas  by  Ap¬ 
plicants  in  Docket  Nos.  CI75-641,  CI75- 

642,  and  CI75-678,  together  with  tJie 
construction  and  operation  of  any  facili¬ 
ties  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Commission  necessary  therefor,  are  re¬ 
quired  by  the  pubUc  convenience  and 
necessity;  and  certific.ates  therefor 
should  be  issued  as  hereinafter  ordered 
and  conditioned. 

(5)  It  is  necessary  and  appropriate  in 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Natu¬ 
ral  Gas  Act  that  the  FPC  gas  rate  sched¬ 
ules  and  supplement  related  to  the  au¬ 
thorizations  hereinafter  granted  should 
be  accepted  for  filing. 

(6)  Participation  by  petitioners  to  in¬ 
tervene  may  be  in  the  public  interest  in 
the  proceedings  in  which  they  have  filed 
petitions. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Certificates  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity  are  issued  upon  the  terms 
and  conditions  of  this  order  authorizing 
the  sale  by  Applicants  in  Docket  Nos. 
CI75-641,  CI75-642.  and  CI75-678  of 
natural  gas  in  interstate  commerce  for 
resale  for  ultimate  public  consumption, 
together  with  the  construction  and  op¬ 
eration  of  any  facilities  subject  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Commission  neces¬ 
sary  therefor,  subject  to  Opinion  No.  699, 
as  amended,  and  any  further  orders  is¬ 
sued  thereunder,  conditioned  to  the  les¬ 
ser  of  the  contract  rate  or  the  national 
base  rate  of  51.0  cents  per  Mcf  (14.73 
psia) ,  subject  to  upward  and  downward 
Btu  adjustment  from  a  base  of  1,000  Btu 
per  cubic  foot,  plus  a  0.5  cent  per  Mcf 
gathering  allowance,  all  as  hereinbefore 
described  and  as  more  fully  described  in 
the  applications  in  said  dockets. 

(B)  The  certificates  granted  in  para¬ 
graph  (A)  above  are  not  transferable 
and  shall  be  effective  only  so  long  as  Ap¬ 
plicants  continue  the  acts  or  operations 
hereby  authorized  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and 
the  applicable  rules,  regulations,  and 
orders  of  the  Commission. 

(C)  The  grant  of  the  certificates  is¬ 
sued  in  paragraph  (A)  above  shall  not  be 
construed  as  a  waiver  of  the  require¬ 
ments  of  Section  4  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  or  of  Part  154  or  Part  157  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Regulations  thereimder  and  is 
without  prejudice  to  any  findings  or 
orders  which  have  been  or  which  may 
hereafter  be  made  by  the  Commission  in 
any  proceeding  now  pending  or  hereafter 
instituted  by  or  against  Applicant.  Fur¬ 
ther,  our  action  in  this  proceeding  shall 
not  foreclose  or  prejudice  any  future 
proceeding  relating  to  the  operations  of 
any  price  or  related  provisions  in  the  gas 
purchase  contract  herein  Involved.  The 
grant  of  the  certificates  herein  for  serv¬ 
ice  to  the  particular  customer  Involved 


shall  not  imply  approval  of  an  of  the 
terms  of  the  contracts,  particularly  as 
to  the  cessation  of  service  upon  termina¬ 
tion  of  said  contracts,  as  provided  by  Sec¬ 
tion  7(b)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act.  The 
grant  of  the  certificates  herein  shaU  not 
be  construed  to  preclude  the  imposition 
of  any  sanctions  pursuant  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  the  un¬ 
authorized  commencement  of  any  sale  of 
natural  gas  subject  to  said  certificates. 

,  (D)  Applicants  in  Docket  Nos.  CI75- 
641,  CI75-642,  and  CI75-«78  shall  obtain 
Commission  authorization  before  re¬ 
serves  may  be  substituted  pursuant  to 
Section  5  of  Article  III  of  the  related  gas 
sales  contracts  in  those  dockets. 

(E)  Within  30  days  from  the  date  of 
this  order.  Applicant  in  Docket  No. 
CI75-642  shall  file  three  copies  of  a  writ¬ 
ten  statement  demonstrating  the  appli¬ 
cability  of  the  rate,  terms  and  conditions 
of  Opinion  No.  699-H.  If  such  statement 
is  filed  with  the  Secretary  within  30  days, 
the  rate  may  be  made  effective  as  of  the 
date  of  initial  delivery. 

(F>  Based  upon  the  allegations  pre¬ 
sented  in  the  requests  for  temporary  cer¬ 
tificates  and  upon  the  need  for  additional 
natural  gas  supplies,  the  Commission 
finds  that  an  emergency  exists  and  tem¬ 
porary  certificates  are  hereby  Issued  to 
Applicants  in  Docket  Nos.  CI75-680, 
CI75-746,  CI75-747.  and  CI75-748  pur¬ 
suant  to  Section  7  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
authorizing  the  sales  by  Applicants  in 
those  dockets  of  natural  gas  in  interstate 
commerce  for  resale  for  ultimate  public 
consumption,  together  with  the  construc¬ 
tion  and  operation  of  any  facilities  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  necessary  therefor,  subject  to  Opin¬ 
ion  No.  699,  as  amended,  and  any  further 
orders  issued  thereunder,  conditioned  to 
the  lesser  of  the  contract  rates  or  the  na¬ 
tional  base  rate  of  51.0  cents  per  Mcf 
(14.73  psia),  subject  to  upward  and 
downward  Btu  adjustment  from  a  base 


(Ki  Acceptance  of  the  rate  schedules 
of  Applicants  in  Docket  Nos.  CT75-746, 
CT75-747,  CI75-748  and  CI75-680  does 
not  constitute  Commission  approval  of 
the  contractual  reservations  or  limita¬ 
tions  involved  pending  resolution  of  the 
matter  on  the  merits  after  hearing  and 
decision. 

(L)  AM>ropriate  authorization  from 
the  Commission  is  required  by  any  pipe¬ 
line  to  transport  any  gas  which  the  pro¬ 
ducers  may  be  permitted  to  reserve. 

(M)  Texaco  shall  file  a  written  state¬ 
ment  within  10  dasrs  of  the  date  of  this 
order  advising  the  Commission  of  Its  In¬ 
tentions  with  regard  to  Its  50  percent 


of  1,000  Btu  per  cubic  foot,  plus  a  0.5 
cent  per  Mcf  gathering  allowance. 

(Q)  Applicant’s  acceptance  or  rejec¬ 
tion  ot  the  temporary  certificates  shall 
be  filed  within  30  days  of  the  date  hereof. 
If  accepted,  the  temporary  certificates 
shall  ’oe  effective  upon  the  date  of  receipt 
of  the  acceptance  by  the  Secretary.  Serv¬ 
ice  under  the  temporary  certificates  shall 
commence  within  30  days  from  the  date 
of  completion  of  the  facilities  by  the  pur¬ 
chaser  or  transporter.  Such  service  may 
not  be  discontinued  without  permission 
of  the  Commission  issued  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  Section  7(b)  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  whether  the  contract  term  has 
expired  or  not.  The  issuance  of  temporary 
certificates  and  the  acceptance  of  the 
above  rate  schedules  are  without  prej¬ 
udice  to  such  final  disposition  of  the 
applications  for  certificates  as  the  rec¬ 
ord  may  require. 

(H)  The  proceeding  in  Docket  Nos. 

CI75-680,  0175-746,  CI75-747,  and 

CI75-748,  are  hereby  consolidated  for 
hearing  and  decision  with  the  proceed¬ 
ings  In  Getty  Oil  Co.,  et  al..  in  Docket 
No.  CI75-319,  et  al. 

(I)  Section  154.93  (b-1)  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Regulations  In  waived  to  per¬ 
mit  the  inclusion  in  the  rate  schedules  of 
Applicants  granted  permanent  certifi¬ 
cates  in  paragraph  (A)  above  and  Appli¬ 
cants  granted  tempMjrary  certificates  in 
paragraph  (F)  above  of  the  contract  pro¬ 
vision  for  rate  Increases  to  higher  area 
rate  found  to  be  proper  by  hearing,  rule- 
making,  or  a  Commission  approved 
settlement. 

(J)  The  rate  schedules  and  rate 
schedule  supplement  related  to  the  au¬ 
thorizations  granted  herein  are  accepted 
for  filing  to  become  effective  on  the  date 
of  initial  delivery.  Applicants  shall  ad¬ 
vise  the  Commission  of  said  date  within 
10  days  thereof. 

The  rate  schedules  have  been  desig¬ 
nated  as  follows: 


interest  in  Federal  Domain  Block  281, 
East  Cameron  area,  offshore  Louisiana. 

(N)  Petitioners  to  intervene  are  per¬ 
mitted  to  intervene  in  the  proceedings  in 
which  they  have  filed  petitions  to  inter¬ 
vene  subject  to  the  rules  and  regulations 
of  the  Commission:  Provided,  however, 
that  participation  by  such  Interveners 
shall  be  limited  to  matters  affecting  as¬ 
serted  rights  and  interest  as  specifically 
set  forth  in  the  petitions  to  Intervene; 
and.  Provided,  further,  that  the  admis¬ 
sion  of  such  Interveners  shall  not  be  con¬ 
strued  as  recognition  by  the  Commission 
that  they  might  be  ag^eved  because  of 
any  order  of  the  CJommlsslon  entered  In 
these  proceedings. 


Description:  Designation 

Contract  AprU  21,  1976 _  Marathon  Oil  Co.,  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  132. 

Contract  April  18,  1975 _  Louisiana  Land  Offshore  Exploration  Co.,  Inc.,  FPC  Gas 

Rate  Schedule  No.  2. 

Contract  April  22,  1975 _  Texas  Eastern  Exploration  Co.,  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule 

No.  12. 

Contract  May  1,  1975,  Letter  Texaco,  Inc.,  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  519,  Supplement 
Agreement  May  1,  1975.  No.  1  thereto. 

Contract  June  13,  1976 _  Tenneco  OU  Co.,  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  308. 

Contract  June  12,  1976 _  Tenneco  Oil  Co.,  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  309. 

Contract  June  12,  1975 _  Tenneco  Exploration,  Ltd.,  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  4. 
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(O)  Applicants  (Texaco  and  Tenneco) 
shall  present  as  part  of  their  prepared 
evidence,  supporting  data  to  diow  the 
volumes  of  natiutd  gas  to  be  produced 
and  sold  during  the  term  of  their  con¬ 
tracts  from  contractually  specified  for¬ 
mations  in  each  Block;  the  estimated 
gross  and  net  total  recoverable  natural 
gas  reserves  hi  each  formation  in  each 
Block;  the  estimated  gross  and  net  re¬ 
coverable  natural  gas  reserves  commer¬ 
cially  producible  from  the  surface  to  the 
limit  of  the  well  bore  in  each  Block,  and 
deliverability  schedules  relating  to  each 
of  the  three  reserves  estimates  called  for 
above. 

(P)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  particularly  Sections  7 
and  15  thereof,  the  Commission’s  Buies 
of  Practice  and  Procedure,  and  the  Reg- 
ulations  imder  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  Chapter  1),  a  public  hearing  shall 
be  held  commencing  Sept^nber  30,  1975, 
at  10  a.m.  (EOT)  In  a  hearing  room  of 
the  Federal  Power  Commission,  825 
North  C{u>itol  Street,  NE.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  concerning  the  matters  in 
Docket  Nos.  Cn5-680,  CT75-746,  CI75- 
747,  and  Cn&-748. 

(Q)  On  or  before  September  8,  1975, 
Applicants  Texaco  and  Tenneco  and  all 
persons  In  support  of  the  applicants  shall 
each  file  their  prepared  testimony  and 
exhibits  comprising  their  case-in-chlef 
upon  all  parties  to  this  proceeding,  the 
Office  of  Administrative  Law  Judges, 
Commission  Staff  and  all  parties  to  the 
Ccmsolldated  proceeding  in  E>ocket  Nos. 
CI75-319  et  al. 

By  the  Commission.  Commissioner 
Smith,  dissenting,  filed  a  separate  state¬ 
ment  as  part  of  the  original. 

Iseal]  Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-19921  FUed  7-30-76;  8: 46  am] 


[Docket  No.  CP74-187] 

THE  MONTANA  POWER  CO. 

Order  Amending  Import  Authorizations 
July  24.  1975. 

On  June  6,  1975  The  Montana  Power 
Company  (Montana  Power) ,  filed  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  amend  Its  import  authorization 
to  permit  it  to  continue  the  importation 
of  natural  gas  from  Canada  at  increased 
prices.  Montana  Power’s  petition  is  pred¬ 
icated  on  the  fact  that  on  May  5,  1975, 
the  Canadain  government  announced 
that  export  licenses  would  be  amended 
to  provide  that  the  export  price  for  nat¬ 
ural  gas  would  be  increased  to  $1.40  i>er 
MMBtu  (Canadian)  effective  August  1, 
1975,  and  to  $1.60  per  MMBtu  (Canadi¬ 
an)  effective  November  1,  1975.  Montana 
Power  purchases  gas  from  its  subsidiary 
Canadian-Montana  Pipeline  Company 
under  an  authorization  granted  on 
March  21,  1975,  at  this  docket. 

Notice  of  Montana  Power’s  petition  to 
amend  its  import  authorization  was  is¬ 
sued  on  June  17,  1975,  with  protests  and 
petitions  to  intervene  due  on  or  before 
July  3,  1975.  No  petitions  to  intervene 
have  yet  been  received. 


Examination  of  Montana  Power’s  filing 
indicates  that  the  company  has  no  avail¬ 
able  alternative  supply  of  natural  gas  to 
r^lace  the  volumes  Imported  from  Can¬ 
ada.  Upon  review,  we  find  that  continua¬ 
tion  of  Importation  imder  the  Increased 
prices  would  be  consistent  with  the  pub¬ 
lic  Interest,  subject,  however,  to  the  con¬ 
dition  that  any  further  increase  In  the 
price  Montana  Power  is  required  to  pay 
will  require  further  amendment  to  its 
import  authorizations. 

Montana  Power  provides  natural  gas 
service  within  the  State  of  Montana.  The 
rates  charged  by  the  petitioner  for  such 
service  are  set,  regulated  and  controlled 
by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  the 
State  of  Montana  and  are  not  subject 
to  the  Jurisdiction  of  this  Commission. 

The  Commission  finds: 

( 1 )  Montana  Power’s  authorization  for 
the  importation  of  natural  gas  from 
Canada  should  be  amended  to  permit  It 
to  continue  such  importation  at  a  price 
of  $1.40  per  MMBtu  (Canadian),  effec¬ 
tive  August  1. 1975,  and  $1.60  per  MMBtu 
(Canadian),  effective  November  1,  1975, 
as  hereinafter  ordered,  as  such  importa¬ 
tion  has  been  shown  to  be  consistent  with 
the  public  Interest. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  particularly  Section  3 
thereof,  Montana  Power’s  import  au¬ 
thorizations  for  importation  of  natiural 
gas  from  Canada  is  hereby  amended  to 
permit  It  to  Import  natural  gas  at  the 
price  of  $1.40  per  MMBtu,  (Canadian) 
effective  August  1,  1975,  and  $1.60  per 
MMBtu,  (Canadian)  effective  Novem¬ 
ber  1,  1975,  as  hereinafter  ordered  and 
conditioned. 

(B)  Any  further  change  in  the  price 
Montana  Power  is  to  pay  for  the  impor¬ 
tation  of  Canadian  gas  will  require 
further  amendment  to  its  import  author¬ 
ization. 

(C)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

~  Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.76-19922  Piled  7-30-75:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  RP74-100,  PQA76-1] 

NATIONAL  FUEL  GAS  SUPPLY  CORP. 

Proposed  PGA  Rate  Adjustment 

July  25,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  July  21,  1975,  Na¬ 
tional  Fuel  Gas  Supply  Corporation  (Na¬ 
tional)  tendered  for  filing  as  part  of  its 
FPC  Gas  Tariff,  Original  Volume  No.  1, 
Fifth  Revised  Sheet  No.  4,  proposed  to 
be  effective  August  1. 1975. 

National  states  that  the  sole  purpose 
of  this  revised  tariff  sheet  is  to  a^ust 
National’s  rates  pursuant  to  the  PGA 
provisions  in  Section  17  of  the  General 
Terms  and  Conditions.  National  further 
states  that  such  tariff  sheet  reflects  an 


adjustment  in  National’s  rates  of  (5.50^) 
per  Mcf  on  Fifth  Revised  Sheet  No.  4. 

It  Is  stated  that  copies  of  the  filing 
have  been  mailed  to  all  of  Its  Jurisdic¬ 
tional  customers  and  affected  state  regu¬ 
latory  commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  Intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  §S  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  and  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  August  21,  1975.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  p>arty  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
are  available  for  public  inspection. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-19923  FUed  7-30-75;8:46  am] 


NIAGARA  MOHAWK  POWER  CORP. 

[Docket  No.  ER76-16] 

Tariff  Filing 

July  28,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  Niagara  Mohawk 
Power  Corporation,  on  July  21,  1975,  ten¬ 
dered  for  filing  as  a  rate  schedule,  a 
transmission  agreement  between  Niag¬ 
ara  Mohawk  Power  Corporation  and  Cen¬ 
tral  Hudson  Gas  &  Electric  Corporation, 
dated  February  14,  1975. 

The  service  to  be  rendered  by  Niagara 
Mohawk  Power  Corporation  (Niagara) 
provides  for  the  transmission  of  power 
and  energy  between  (a)  Niagara’s  trans¬ 
mission  connection  to  the  Power  Author¬ 
ity  of  the  State  of  New  York,  (PASNY) 
Fitzpatrick-Edic  No.  1,  345  Kv  transmis¬ 
sion  line  and  (b)  Niagara’s  transmission 
connection  with  Central  Hudson  Gas  & 
Electric  Corporation  (Hudson)  at  Niag¬ 
ara’s  Leeds  345  Kv  Substation. 

Transmission  capacity  to  be  made 
available  to  Central  Hudson  Gas  &  Elec¬ 
tric  Corporation  (Hudson)  will  be  that 
which  is  scheduled  as  unsupported  firm 
power  for  Hudson  by  PASNY  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  James  A.  Fitzpatrick  Nu¬ 
clear  Power  Plant  (F’itzpatrick)  contracts 
and  agreements  in  effect  between  PASNY 
and  Hudson.  The  Company  requests  the 
effective  date  be  designated  as  the  date 
when  the  ix)wer  and/or  energy  is  made 
available.  It  estimates  this  day  to  be 
sometime  during  July  of  1975. 

Niagara  states  that  a  copy  of  the  filing 
was  served  upon  Central  Hudson  Gas  b 
Electric  Corporation. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a  pe¬ 
tition  to  Intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commlsslcm,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C, 
20426,  in  accordance  with  SS  1.8  and  1.10 
of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  PracUoe 
and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  AH 
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such  petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed 
cm  or  befOTC  August  8,  1975.  Protest®  will 
be  considered  by  the  Ccmunlsslon  In  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  acUoti  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  pro- 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  Intervene.  Copies  of  this 
application  are  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  are  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-19924  Piled  7  -30-75;8;45  am] 


[Docket  No.  CP76-18] 

NORTHWEST  PIPELINE  CORP. 

Application 

July  25,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  July  17,  1975, 
Northwest  Pipeline  Corporation  (Api^i- 
cant),  P.O,  Box  1526,  Salt  Lake  City, 
Utah  84110,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP76-18 
an  applicatjon  pursuant  to  Section  7(c) 
of  the  Natural  C3as  Act  for  a  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity  au¬ 
thorizing  the  acquisition  and  operation 
of  all  of  those  certain  facilities  presently 
operated  by  Grand  Gas  Corporation 
(Grand  Gas)  which  may  be  subject  to 
jurisdiction  of  the  Commission,  all  as 
more  fully  set  forth  in  the  application 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  open  to 
public  inspection. 

Applicant  states  that  Grand  Gas  was 
formed  pursuant  to  a  agreement  betw'een 
Tejas  Gas  Corporation  (Tejas)  and 
Treasure  Resources,  Inc.  (Treasure) .  Ap¬ 
plicant  further  states  that  on  June  2, 
1972,  Grand  Gas  and  Treasure  formed  a 
joint  venture  for  the  exploration  and 
production  of  oil  and/or  natural  gas,  and 
for  the  construction  of  gas  gathering  and 
transmission  systems  for  the  gathering, 
servicing,  purchasing,  processing,  and 
marketing  of  natmal  gas  from  certain 
lands  in  the  State  of  Utah.  Applicant 
states  further  that  by  an  agreement 
dated  August  12,  1974,  between  Appli¬ 
cant,  Grand  Gas,  Tejas,  and  Treasure, 
Applicant  agreed  to  purchase  the  gath¬ 
ering  system  owned  by  Grand  Gas  and 
Treasure  for  $620,050.  Effective  April  1, 
1975,  Applicant  states  it  acquired  all  of 
the  outstanding  stock  of  Grand  Gas  from 
Tejas  and  the  interest  Treasure  in  the 
joint  venture. 

The  application  states  that  Grand  Gas 
currently  purchases  natural  gas  from  13 
Independent  producers  in  the  Cisco  Dome 
Area,  Grand  County,  Utah,  and  has  en¬ 
tered  into  a  gas  purchase  contract  dated 
October  25.  1974,  for  the  purchase  of  gas 
from  Vukasovlch  Drilling.  Applicant 
states  that  the  facilities  constructed 
Vukasovlch  Drilling  are  the  property  of 
Grand  Gas,  but  that  they  are  shut-in 
because  Grand  Gas  is  unable  presently 
to  i>ass  on  the  additional  cost  under  the 
contract  between  it  and  Applicant  to 
Applicant. 

Applicant  states  that  the  acqulslticm  of 
the  facilities  of  Grand  Gas  would  give 
Applicant  complete  ccmtrol  over  the  op¬ 
eration  of  the  gas  supply  presently  serv- 
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Ing  its  system  and  would  piermit  Appli¬ 
cant  to  contract  directly  for  new  or  addi¬ 
tional  sui>plles  ot  gas  with  producers  In 
the  Cisco  Dome  Field  without  having  to 
negotiate  with  third  piarties  to  provide  a 
gathering  or  transpwrtatlcm  service.  Ap¬ 
plicant  states  further  that  the  incre¬ 
mental  cost  of  service  attributable  to  the 
gathering  of  natural  gas  in  the  Cisco 
Dome  Field  would  be  approximately  8.54 
cents,  5.73  cents,  and  11.94  cents  in  the 
first,  second  and  third  years  of  op)eration, 
resptectively.  Applicant  alleges  that  the 
overall  cost  of  service  would  not  change 
an  appreciable  amoimt  as  a  result  of  the 
acquisition  of  Grand  Gas  and  that  such 
costs  would  be  incurred  in  any  event 
either  as  a  direct  charge  or  as  an  in¬ 
tegral  part  of  its  cost  of  service. 

Applicant  states  that  Grand  Gas  can¬ 
not  operate  economically  as  a  separate 
entity  under  its  present  contract  with 
Applicant  and  further  cannot  afford  to 
contract  for  and  connect  to  its  system 
any  new  sui^lies  of  natural  gas  in  the 
Cfisco  Dome  Field  or  adjacent  areas  for 
ultimate  resale  to  and  delivery  to  Appli¬ 
cant.  Applicant  therefore  proposes  to  op¬ 
erate  the  facilities  of  Grand  Gas  as  part 
of  its  own  system. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  August 
14,  1975,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a 
petition  to  Intervene  or  a  protest  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
regulations  imder  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(18  CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  ^  considered  by  it 
in  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to 
a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party 
in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission  by  S^tions  7  and 
15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure, 
a  hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  on  this  ap¬ 
plication  if  no  petition  to  intervene  is 
filed  within  the  time  required  herein,  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  review  of  the 
matter  finds  that  a  grant  of  the  certifi¬ 
cate  is  required  by  the  public  conven¬ 
ience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition  for 
leave  to  Intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if 
the  (Commission  on  its  own  motion  be¬ 
lieves  that  a  formal  hearing  is  required, 
further  notice  of  such  hearing  will  be 
duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
imnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-19925  Filed  7-30-75;8;45  am] 


[Docket  No.  ER76-171 

OHIO  POWER  CO. 

Tariff  Change 

July  25,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  Ohio  Power  Com¬ 
pany,  on  July  21, 1975,  tendered  for  filing 
proposed  changes  in  its  FPC  Electric 
Service  Rate  Schedule  No.  18.  'The  pro¬ 
posed  changes  would  incresise  revenues 
from  jurisdictional  sales  and  service  by 
$6,228,660,  based  on  the  12-month  period 
ending  December  31,  1975. 

Copies  of  the  filing  were  served  upon 
the  Wheeling  Electric  Company  and  the 
Public  Service  Commission  of  West 
Virginia,  Capital  Building,  Charleston, 
West  Virginia. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  in  accordance  with  S9  1-8  and  1.10 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  smd  practice 
and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All 
such  petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed 
on  or  before  August  8,  1975.  Protests 
will  be  considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  Intervene.  Ctoples  of  this 
application  are  on  file  with  the  Ckxnmls- 
sion  and  are  available  for  public  Inspec- 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-19926  Filed  7-30-75:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  RP71-119] 

PANHANDLE  EASTERN  PIPELINE  CO. 

Availability  of  Draft  Environmental  Impact 
Statement 

July  23, 1975. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  the  'above 
Docket,  that  on  July  31,  1975,  a  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  pre¬ 
pared  by  the  staff  of  the  Federal  Com¬ 
mission  was  made  available.  This  draft 
statement  deals  with  the  environmental 
Impact  of  alternative  permanent  curtail¬ 
ment  plans  proposed  in  Docket  RP71-119 
across  the  Panhandle-Eastern  Pipeline 
Company  system. 

This  draft  statement  has  been  cir¬ 
culated  to  Federal,  State  and  local  agen¬ 
cies,  and  has  been  placed  in  the  public 
files  of  the  Commission,  and  is  available 
for  public  inspection  both  in  the  Com¬ 
mission  Office  of  Public  Information, 
Room  1000,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426  and  at  its 
Regional  Offices  located  at  819  Taylor 
Street,  Fort  Worth,  Texas,  Texas  76102 
and  the  31st  Floor,  Federal  Bldg.,  230  S. 
Dearborn  Street,  Chicago,  Illinois  60604. 
Copies  are  also  available  in  limited  quan¬ 
tities  from  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Office  of  Public  Information, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-19917  Filed  7-30-75:8:46  am] 
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[Docket  No.  ER  76-13] 

PHILADELPHIA  ELECTRIC  CO.  AND 
DELMARVA  POWER  &  LIGHT  CO. 

Filing  of  Supplement  to  Interconnection 
Agreement 

July  24, 1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  July  17,  1975, 
Philadelphia  Electric  Company  (PE) 
with  the  concurrence  of  Delmarva  Power 
&  Light  Company  (DPL)  tendered  for 
filing  pursuant  to  section  205  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Act  and  Part  35  of  the  regu¬ 
lations  Issued  thereunder,  a  May  1, 1975, 
Supplemental  Agreement  to  the  original 
Interconnection  Agreement  between  PE 
and  DPL,  dated  November  29,  1967,  as 
supplemented,  which  provides  for  the  In¬ 
clusion  of  the  230  KV  interconnection 
extending  from  Chichester  Substation  in 
Pennsylvania  to  Edge  Moor  Substation  In 
Delaware. 

PE  requests  an  effective  date  of  May  1, 
1975,  for  the  Supplement. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  Intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  In 
accordance  with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  August  11,  1975.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  Intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

■  Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-19927  Filed  7-30-76;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-9383  ] 

PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMPANY  OF 
COLORADO 

Tendered  Compliance  Filing 

July  28, 1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  July  21, 1975,  Pub¬ 
lic  Service  Company  of  Colorado  (PSCC) 
tendered  for  filing  a  revised  Attachment 
No.  1  to  Its  April  14, 1975  filing  of  a  rate 
schedule  for  wholesale  electric  sendee 
to  the  City  of  Burlington,  Colorado.  PSCC 
states  that  the  purpose  of  its  submittal  is 
to  comply  with  the  Commission  order  of 
June  17, 1975  at  this  docket  by  submitting 
a  fuel  adjustment  clause  and  cost  sup¬ 
port  data  for  the  base  cost  of  fuel  used 
therein,  for  service  to  the  City  of  Burling¬ 
ton  under  the  contract  tendered  for  filing 
with  the  Commission  on  April  14,  1975. 
The  company  states  that  Its  tendered 
fuel  adjustment  clause  provides  for  cal¬ 
culation  as  specified  by  §  35.14,  as 
amended,  of  the  Commission’s  Regula¬ 
tions  under  the  Federal  Power  Act.  PSCC 
states  further  that  Its  submittal  Is  In¬ 
tended  to  amend  and  complete  Its 
April  14,  1975  filing  and  requests  that 
the  tendered  filing,  as  so  amended,  be 
accepted. 


Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  Intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Pow'er  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  In 
accordance  with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  August  12,  1975.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  In  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  Intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  Inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-19928  PUed  7-30-75:8:45  ami 


[Docket  No.  CI76-30] 

SHELL  OIL  CO. 

Application 

July  25, 1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  July  16, 1975,  Shell 
OH  Company  (Applicant) ,  P.O.  Box  2099, 
Houston.  Texas  77001,  filed  In  Docket  No. 
CI76-30  an  application  pursuant  to  Sec¬ 
tion  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a 
certificate  of  public  convenience  and  ne¬ 
cessity  authorizing  the  sale  for  resale  of 
natural  gas  In  Interstate  commerce  to 
Transco  Gas  Supply  Compiany  (Transco) 
from  the  South  Marsh  Island  Block  130 
Field,  offshore  Louisiana,  and  delivery  of 
said  gas  to  Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipe  Line 
Company  for  the  account  of  Transco  in 
South  Marsh  Island  Block  58.  offshore 
Louisiana,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  In 
the  application  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  open  to  public  Inspection. 

Applicant  proposes  to  sell  approxi¬ 
mately  120,000  Mcf  of  gas  per  month  at 
an  initial  rate  of  52.53155  cents  per  Mcf 
at  15.025  psla,  subject  to  upward  and 
downward  Btu  adjustment,  until  July  1, 
1978,  within  the  contemplation  of  Sec¬ 
tion  2.70  of  the  Commission’s  General 
Policy  and  Interpretations  ( 18  CFR  2.70) . 
Applicant  states  that  It  expects  to  have 
up  to  12,000  Mcf  of  casinghead  gas  per 
day  which  could  be  delivered  for  the  ac¬ 
count  of  Transco. 

Applicant  states  that  it  has  built  a 
crude  oil  gathering  line  from  Block  130 
to  Block  58  which  will  accommodate  a 
two-phase  operation,  making  it  possible 
for  Applicant  to  gather  gas  to  Block  58 
until  July  1,  1978,  or  such  earlier  time 
as  gas  can  be  delivered  to  Transco  at  an 
anticipated  permanent  delivery  point  In 
the  Block  130  Field.  Applicant  states  fur¬ 
ther  that  It  anticipates  executing  a  long¬ 
term  contract  to  sell  Block  130  FleJd  gas 
to  Transco  and  that  prior  to  that  time 
there  will  be  no  pipeline  to  Block  130 
and  the  gas  would  not  otherwise  be  avail¬ 
able  to  the  market.  It  Is  stated  that  after 
July  1,  1978,  there  will  be  no  available 
capacity  In  the  gathering  line  from  Block 
130  to  Block  58. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 


application  should  on  or  before  August 
18,  1975,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a 
petltkm  to  Intervene  or  a  protest  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).’  All  pro¬ 
tests  filed  with  the  Commission  will  be 
considered  by  it  In  determining  the  ap¬ 
propriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
ser\'e  to  make  the  Protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  In  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  a  petition  to  Intervene 
In  accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  In  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  Sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  If  no  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  Is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein.  If  the  Commission  on  Its  own  re¬ 
view  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant  of 
the  certificate  Is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  Is  timely  filed,  or 
If  the  Commission  on  Its  own  motion  be¬ 
lieves  that  a  formal  hearing  is  required, 
further  notice  of  such  hearing  will  be 
duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised.  It  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.75-19929  PUed  7-30-75;8:45  ami 


[Docket  Nos.  RP72-156  and  RP72-64. 

(PGA  76-4)  J 

TEXAS  GAS  TRANSMISSION  CORP. 

Order  Accepting  for  Filing  and  Suspending 
Proposed  PGA  Rate  Adjustment  and  Per¬ 
mitting  Filing  of  Revised  Rates 

July  25, 1975. 

On  June  16, 1975,  Texas  Gas  Transmis¬ 
sion  Corporation  (Texas  Gas) ,  tendered 
for  filing  a  proposed  revised  tariff  sheet ' 
pursuant  to  its  PGA  clause  which  would 
track  a  PGA  rate  reduction  of  0.420  per 
Mcf  In  the  cost  of  purchased  gas  and  a 
2.710  per  Mcf  decrease  In  the  surcharge 
to  recover  the  balance  in  the  unrecovered 
purchased  gas  cost  amoimt.  The  prc^iosed 
PGA  filing  also  reflects  a  Curtailment 
Credit  Surcharge  of  0.360  per  Mcf. 

Notice  of  Texas  Gas’  filing  was  issued 
with  protests  or  petitions  to  intervene 
due  <Mi  or  before  July  8,  1975.  The  Com¬ 
mission  has  received  no  comments,  pro¬ 
tests,  or  petitions  to  intervene. 

Our  review  of  Texas  Gas’  proposed 
PGA  adjustment  indloates  that  It  Is  based 
in  part  upon  small  hvdqiendent  producer 
and  emergency  purchases  at  rates  in  ex¬ 
cess  of  the  rate  levels  established  In 


1  Twelfth  Revised  Sheet  No.  7  to  FPC  (He 
Tariff,  Third  Revised  Volume  No.  1. 


FEDCRAL  REGISTER,  VOl.  40,  NO.  148— THURSDAY,  JULY  31,  1975 


32172 


NOTICES 


Opinion  No.  699-H.*  The  proposed  rates 
have  not  therefore  been  shown  to  be 
Just  and  reasonable  and  may  be  unjust, 
imreasonable,  unduly  discriminatory  or 
otherwise  unlawful.  Accordingly,  we 
shall  accept  Texas  Gas’  June  16,  1975, 
PGA  filing  and  suspend  It  for  one  day  to 
bec<mie  effective  August  2,  1975,  subject 
to  refund. 

With  regard  to  the  qu^^Mon  of  small 
producer  purchases,  we  note  that  the 
Supreme  Court  has  remanded  the  small 
Independent  producer  rulwnaking  in  or¬ 
der  for  the  Commission  to  enunciate  the 
standards  In  determining  the  Justness 
and  reasonableness  for  small  producer 
purchases.*  As  to  the  emergency  pur¬ 
chases,  we  note  that  the  n.S.  Circuit 
Court  of  Appeals  for  the  D.C.  Circuit  has 
set  aside  Order  No.  491,  et  al*  holding 
that  the  Commission  exceeded  Its  au¬ 
thority  under  tiie  Natural  Gas  Act.* 
We  shall,  at  an  appropriate  future  time, 
set  the  issue  of  ^e  Justness  and  lea- 
smableness  of  these  costs  for  hearing.  / 

Our  review  of  Texas  Gas’  proposed 
tariff  sheet  indicates  that  the  claimed 
costs  other  than  those  associated  with 
that  portion  of  small  producers  and 
emergency  purchases  in  excess  of  Opin¬ 
ion  No.  699-H  complies  with  the  stand¬ 
ards  set  forth  in  Docket  No.  R-406.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  Texas  Gas  may  file  a  substitute 
tariff  sheet  to  become  effective  August  1, 
1975,  refiecting  costs  other  than  those 
associated  with  small  producer  and 
emergency  purchases  in  excess  of  the 
rate  levels  prescribed  by  Opinion  No. 
699-H. 

The  Commission  finds: 

(1)  It  is  necessary  and  appropriate  in 
the  public  interest  and  to  aid  in  the  en¬ 
forcement  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  that 
Texas  Gas’  proposed  PGA  adjustment 
toidered  on  June  16,  1975,  be  accepted 
fOT  filing,  suspended  for  one  day  and 
permitted  to  become  effective  August  2, 
1975,  subject  to  refund. 

(2)  The  claimed  costs,  other  than 
those  associated  with  that  ix)rtion  of 
small  producer  and  emergency  pimchases 
In  excess  of  the  rate  levels  prescribed  in 
Opinion  No.  699-H  have  been  reviewed 
itnri  foimd  to  be  in  cmnpUance  with  the 
standards  set  forth  in  Docket  No.  R-406. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Texas  Gas’  proposed  Twelfth  Re¬ 
vised  Sheet  No.  7  to  FPC  Gas  Tariff, 
’Third  Revised  Volume  No.  1  is  hereby 
accepted  for  filing,  suspended  for  one 
day,  and  permitted  to  become  effective 
August  2,  1975,  subject  to  refimd. 

(B)  Texas  Gas  may  file  to  become  ef¬ 
fective  August  1.  1975,  a  substitute  tariff 
sheet  refiecting  that  portion  of  Texas 
Gas’  proposed  rates  which  refiect  costs 

•*  Docket  No.  B-389-B,  issued  June  21,  1974. 

» FP.C.  y.  Texaco.  Inc.,  417  XJB.  380  (1074). 

«  Order  No.  491,  60  FPC  742  (1073);  Order 
No.  491-A,  50  FPC  484  (1973);  Order  No. 
491-8,  50  FFO  1463  (1973) ;  Order  No.  481-C, 
60  FPC  1634  (1973). 

•  Consumer  Federation  of  America,  et  al. 
V.  FT.C.  (D.C.  Clr.,  Docket  No.  73-20000, 
Issued  Marcb  13,  1975). 


other  than  those  costs  associated  with 
that  portion  of  small  producer  and 
emergency  purchases  In  excess  (rf  the 
rate  levels  prescribed  In  Opinion  No. 
699-H. 

(C)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  to  be  issued  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-19930  Piled  7-30-75;  8: 45  am] 

(Docket  Nos.  RP74-48  and  RP76-3:  AP75-21 

TRANSCONTINENTAL  GAS  PIPE  LINE 
CORP. 

Order  Rejecting,  Without  Prejudice,  Ad¬ 
vance  Payments  Tracking  Filing,  and 

Granting  Intervention 

July  25, 1975. 

On  June  16,  1975,  Transcontinental 
Gas  Pipe  Line  Corporation  (Transco) 
tendered  for  filing  seven  revised  tariff 
Sheet  No.  52,  Fourth  Substitute  First  Re¬ 
vised  Volume  No.  1  and  Original  Volume 
No.  2.'  This  filing  is  made,  Transco  states, 
in  accordance  with  Section  6  of  Article 
III  of  the  “Agreement  as  to  Rates  of 
Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corpora¬ 
tion”  (Agreement) ,  Said  Agreement,  rep¬ 
resenting  a  settlement  of  all  but  three 
issues  in  Docket  Nos.  RP74-48  and 
RP75-3,  was  certified  to  the  Commission 
for  approval  on  May  16,  1975,  by  Pre¬ 
siding  Administrative  Law  Judge  Isaac 
D.  Benkin. 

According  to  Transco,  the  instant  fil¬ 
ing  proposes  a  $15,442,642  increase  in  the 
balance  of  advance  payments  reflected 
in  the  aforementioned  Agreement  and  a 
May  16, 1975  advance  payments  tracking 
filing.*  'Transco  proposes  that  the  Instant 
filing  be  made  effective  August  1,  1975, 
subject  to  Commission  approval  of  the 
Agreement. 

Public  notice  of  the  subject  filing  was 
issued  on  June  25,  1975,  with  comments, 
protests  and  petitions  to  intervene  due 
on  or  before  July  7,  1975.  A  timely  peti¬ 
tion  for  leave  to  intervene  was  filed  by 
Svm  Oil  Company.  Good  cause  appear¬ 
ing,  said  petition  shall  be  granted,  as 
hereinafter  ordered  and  conditioned. 

As  noted  above,  the  instant  advance 
payments  tracking  filing  is  made  pursu¬ 
ant  to  a  provision  in  the  settlement 

^  These  seven  revised  sheets  are  designated 
Third  Substitute  Thirteenth  Revised  Sheet 
No.  5  and  Third  Substitute  Ninth  Revised 
Sheet  No.  6  to  First  Revised  Volume  No.  1; 
and  Fifth  Substitute  Fourteenth  Revised 
Sheet  No.  52,  Fourth  Substitute  First  Re¬ 
vised  Sheet  No.  121,  Fifth  Substitute  Tenth 
Revised  Sheet  No.  321,  Fifth  Substitute 
Sixth  Revised  Sheet  No.  416,  and  Fifth  Sub¬ 
stitute  Fifth  Revised  Sheet  No.  495  to 
Original  Volume  No.  2. 

*By  order  Issued  June  30,  1975,  Transco’s 
May  16,  1975,  advance  payments  tracking  fil¬ 
ing  was  rejected  because  we  had  not  yet 
acted  on  the  aforementioned  Agreement, 
pursuant  to  which  the  tracking  filing  was 
made.  However,  that  rejection  was  without 
prejudice  to  Transco’s  right  to  make  advance 
payment  tracking  filings  in  the  event  the 
tracking  provision  is  cq>proved  at  a  later  date. 


agreement  In  the  captioned  dockets.  ’This 
provision  would  permit,  subject  to  cer¬ 
tain  conditions,  the  tracking  of  advances 
from  ’Transco  to  producers  of  natural 
gas.  However,  because  we  have  not  yet 
taken  any  action  on  said  settlement 
agreement,  Transco,  as  of  this  date,  has 
no  authority  to  track  the  advance  pay¬ 
ments  here  In  question.  Accordingly,  the 
instant  filing  must  be  rejected  as  pre¬ 
mature.  This  rejection  Is,  however,  with¬ 
out  prejudice  to  Transco’s  right  to  make 
advance  payments  tiucking  filings  In  the 
event  the  tracking  provision  is  approved 
at  a  later  date. 

The  Commission  finds : 

(1)  Good  cause  exists  to  grant  Sun  Oil 
Company’s  petition  for  leave  to  inter¬ 
vene  in  this  proceeding,  as  hereinafter 
ordered  and  conditioned. 

(2)  Good  cause  exists  to  reject  the 
tariff  sheets  listed  in  footnote  1  of  this 
order,  without  prejudice  to  Transco’s 
right  to  make  advance  payments  track¬ 
ing  filings  in  the  event  the  aforemen¬ 
tioned  advance  payments  tracking  provi¬ 
sion  is  approved  at  a  later  date. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Sun  Oil  Company  is  hereby  per¬ 
mitted  to  intervene  in  this  proceeding, 
subject  to  the  rules  and  regulations  of 
the  Commission;  Provided,  however,  that 
participation  of  such  intervener  shall  be 
limited  to  matters  affecting  asserted 
rights  and  interests  as  specifically  set 
forth  in  the  petition  to  intervene;  and 
Provided,  further,  that  the  admission  of 
such  intervenor  shall  not  be  construed 
as  recognition  by  the  Commission  that 
it  might  be  aggrieved  because  .of  any 
order  or  orders  of  the  Commission  en¬ 
tered  in  this  proceeding. 

(B)  ’The  intervention  granted  herein 
shall  not  be  the  basis  for  delaying  or  de¬ 
ferring  any  procedural  schedules  hereto¬ 
fore  established  for  the  orderly  and  ex¬ 
peditious  disposition  of  this  proceeding. 

(C)  Transco’s  June  16,  1975,  advance 
payments  tracking  filing  is  hereby  re¬ 
jected,  without  prejudice  to  Transco’s 
right  to  make  advance  payments  track¬ 
ing  filings  in  the  event  the  tracking  pro¬ 
vision  in  question  is  approved  by  this 
Commission  at  a  later  date. 

(D)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.75-19931  Filed  7-30-76:8:45  amj 

(Rate  Schedule  No.  5] 

MARATHON  OIL  CO. 

Rate  Change  Filing  Pursuant  to 
Commission’s  Opinion  No.  699-H 

July  25,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  the  producer  listed 
in  the  Appendix  attached  hereto  has 
filed  a  proposed  increased  rate  to  the 
applicable  new  gas  national  ceiling  based 
on  the  interpretation  of  vintaglng  con¬ 
cepts  set  forth  by  the  Commission  in  its 
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Opinion  No.  699-H,  Issued  December  4, 
1974.  Pursuant  to  Opinion  No.  699-H  the 
rates.  If  accepted,  will  become  effective 
as  of  the  date  of  filing. 

The  Information  relevant  to  each  of 
these  sales  Is  listed  in  the  Appendix. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
filings  should  on  or  before  August  8, 1975, 
file  with  the  Federal  Power  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  In- 


I  Docket  No.  RM76-11 

HYDRO-ELECTRIC  PROJECT  LICENSES 

Specified  Reasonable  Rate  of  Return; 

Extension  of  Time  for  Filing  Comments 

July  28,  1975. 

On  July  16,  1975,  Jersey  Central  Power 
&  Light  Company,  Metropolitan  Edison 
Company,  Pennsylvania  Electric  Com¬ 
pany,  and  the  Montsma  Power  Company 
filed  a  motion  to  extend  the  date  for  fil¬ 
ing  comments  fixed  by  notice  Issued  July 
7,  1975,  in  the  above-designated  matter. 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  the  date 
for  filing  comment  in  the  above  matter 
is  extended  to  and  including  October  1, 
1975. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.75-19935  Filed  7-30-75:8:45  am] 


tervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance  with 
the  requirements  of  the  Commission's 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR 
1.8  or  1.10) .  A  protest  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestant  a  party  to  the  pro¬ 
ceeding.  Any  party  wishing  to  become  a 
party  to  a  proceeding  must  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  in  accordance  wltJi  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules. 


[Docket  No.  RI75-931 

CONTINENTAL  OIL  CO. 

Order  Providing  for  Hearing  on  and  Sus¬ 
pension  of  Proposed  Changes  in  Rates, 
and  Allowing  Rate  Changes  To  Become 
Effective  Subject  to  Refund  ^ 

July  18, 1975. 

Respondents  have  filed  proposed 
changes  in  rates  and  charges  for  jurisdic¬ 
tional  sales  of  natural  gas,  as  set  forth 
in  Appendix  A  hereof. 

The  proposed  changed  rates  and 
charges  may  be  unjust,  unreasonable,  un- 


^Doee  not  consolidate  for  hearing  or  dls 
pose  of  the  several  matters  herein. 

Appendix  A 


duly  discriminatory,  or  preferential,  or 
otherwise  unlawful. 

The  Commission  finds:  It  is  in  the 
public  Interest  and  ocmslstent  with  the 
Natural  Oas  Act  that  the  Commission 
enter  upon  hearings  regarding- the  law¬ 
fulness  of  the  proposed  changes,  and  that 
the  supplements  herein  be  suspended  and 
their  use  be  deferred  as  ordered  below. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  Under 
the  Natural  (jlas  Act,  particularly  Sec¬ 
tions  4  and  15,  the  Regulations  pertain¬ 
ing  thereto  118  CFR,  Cluqiter  11,  and  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure,  public  hearings  shall  be  held 
concerning  the  lawfulness  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  changes. 

(B)  Pending  hearings  and  decisions 
thereon,  the  rate  supplements  herein  are 
suspended  and  their  use  deferred  tmtil 
date  shown  in  the  “Date  Suspended  Un¬ 
til’’  column.  Each  of  these  supplements 
shall  become  effective,  subject  to  refund, 
as  of  the  expiration  of  the  suspension 
period  without  any  further  action  by  the 
Respmident  or  by  the  Commission.  Each 
Respondent  shall  comply  with  the  re¬ 
funding  procedure  required  by  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Oas  Act  and  Section  154.102  of  the 
Regulations  thereunder. 

(C)  Unless  otherwise  ordered  by  the 
Commission,  neither  the  suspended  sup¬ 
plements,  nor  the  rate  schedules  sought 
to  be  altered,  shall  be  changed  until  dis¬ 
position  of  these  proceedings  or  expira¬ 
tion  of  the  suspension  period,  whichever 
is  earlier. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Mary  B.  Kidd, 

Acting  Secretary. 


Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 


.\PPEND1X 


Filing  date 


ProduciT 


Raff 

■ehedule 

No. 


Buyer 


July  n,  1975...  Marathon  OU  Co.,  Findlay,  Ohio 46840. 


6  El  Faso  Natural  Oas  Co _ Permian  basin. 


[FR  Doc.75-19932  PUed  7-30-75:8:45  am] 


Docket 

Respondent 

Rst« 

sched¬ 

Bup- 

ple- 

Amount 

Purchaser  and  producing  area  of 

Date 

filing 

EflecUve 

date 

Date 

suspended  • 

Cents  per  Mcf*  ‘ 

effect  sub¬ 
ject  to 

No. 

ule 

No. 

ment 

No. 

annual 

Increase 

tendered 

unless 

suspended 

until— 

Rate  in  Proposed 
effect  Increased 
rate 

refund  in 
docket 
No. 

RI76-93...  Continental  Oil  Co- 

t _ do. . 

. do. . 

i _ do . 

;. - . . 


.do.. 


-. _ do _ 

_ _ do _ 

• _ do . 

; _ do _ 

_ do _ 

'. _ do _ 

I _ do _ 

. — do _ 

......do _ 

_ do _ 

'. _ do _ 

. do _ 

L....do..... 


221 

'ios' 

I9S 


889 

334 


33C 


208 

340 

340 

839 


■  15  El  Paso  Natural  Oas  Co.  (New 
Mexico)  (Rocky  Mountain). 

19  . do . 

20  . do. . 

14  . do. . 

15  . do . 

21  Northwest  Pipeline  Corp.  (New 

Mexico)  (Rocky  Mountain). 

21  El  Paso  Natural  Oas  Co.  (New 
Mexleo)  (Rocky  Mountain). 


(*) 

(•) 

(*) 

(*) 

(•) 


'22  ... 
27  ... 
'28  ... 

..do. . 

.-do. . 

:::::::::::  8 
_  m 

«8  _. 

..doL . 

.  (») 

14  ... 

.  (>) 

15  ... 

. 

.  (*) 

19  ... 

..do . . 

.  P) 

20  ... 

..do. . 

.  h 

22 _ 

..do . 

.  m 

14 _ 

_  W 

16 _ 

..do . 

.  (*) 

17  ... 

..do. . 

.  p) 

18 _ 

..do . 

.  P) 

3-19-75 .  7-2-75 

0-19-75 .  7-3-75 

6-19-75 . 7-3-75 

6-19-75 .  7-3-75 

6-19-75 .  7-2-76 

6-19-75 .  7-2-75 

6-20-75 .  7-2-75 

6-20-76  .  7-2-75 

6-20-75  . 7-2-75 

6-20-76  .  7-3-76 

6-20-76  .  7-3-75 

6-30-75  . 7-2-75 

6-20-75  . 7-3-75 

6-30-75  . 7-3-76 

6-20-76  .  7-2-75 

6-20-75  .  7-3-75 

6-20-76  .  7-3-76 

6-20-76  .  7-3-75 

6-20-75  .  7^3-76 

6-20-75  .  7-3-76 


27.5171 

27. 7725 

RIT5-;'3. 

27.5171 

27.7725 

RI75-93. 

29.3197 

29.3311 

RI75-93. 

27.5171 

27.7725 

RI75-93 

29. 3197 

29.3311 

RI75-93 

27.6171 

27.7725 

Rr75-93. 

27.5171 

27.7725 

R175-93. 

29. 3197 

29.3311 

RI75-93. 

27.6171 

27.7725 

RI75-93. 

29.8197 

29.3311 

RI75-93. 

27.5171 

27.5252 

RI75-93. 

27.5171 

27.7725 

RI75-93 

39.3197 

29.3311 

RI75-93. 

27.6171 

27.7725 

R175-93. 

29.3197 

29.3311 

RI75-93. 

27.5171 

27.7725 

RI76-93. 

27.6171 

27.7725 

RI75-93. 

29.8197 

29.3311 

RI75-93. 

17.5171 

27.7725 

RI75-93. 

29.3197 

29.8311 

1U75-93. 

*Unless  otherwise  stated,  the  pressure  base  is  15jQ25  IbyinHi.  '  For  gas  from  weRs  completed  after  June  1,  lOTOi 

>  For  gas  from  wells  completed  prior  to  June  1, 1970.  *  Unlmotherwtse  stated,  the  rate  shown  is  tne  total  rate.  Inclusive  of  any  appUoabla 

*  Not  stated.  British  thermal  unit  adjustment  and  tax. 

Th«  propoeed  Increased  rates  filed  by  Continental  to  reflect  July  1,  pended  for  one  day  since  tbey  exceed  the  applicable  area 
1975,  0.04%  Increase  In  the  New  Mexico  Conservation  tax  are  sua-  rate  In  Opinion  No.  668. 

[FR  Doc.75-19704  Piled  7-80-75:8:45  am] 
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[Docket  Nos.  RI75-116,  et  al.J 

CONTINENTAL  OIL  CO.,  ET  AL 

Order  Providing  for  Hearing  on  and  Sus> 
pension  of  Proposed  Changes  in  Rates, 
and  Allowing  Rate  Changes  To  Become 
Effective  Subject  to  Refund  ‘ 

July  23,  1975. 

Respondents  have  hied  proposed 
changes  in  rates  and  charges  for  juris¬ 
dictional  sales  of  natural  gas,  as  set  forth 
in  Appendix  A  hereof. 

The  proposed  changed  rates  and 
charges  may  be  unjust,  unreasonable,  im- 
duly  discriminatory,  or  preferential,  or 
otherwise  unlawful. 


^Does  not  consolidate  for  hearing  or  dis¬ 
pose  of  the  several  matters  herein. 


The  Commission  finds:  It  is  in  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  and  consistent  with  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  that  the  Commission  enter 
upon  hearings  regarding  the  lawfulness 
of  the  proposed  changes,  and  that  ,the 
supplements  herein  be  suspended  and 
their  use  be  deferred  as  ordered  below. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  Under 
the  Natural  Gas  Act,  particularly  Sec¬ 
tions  4  and  15,  the  Regulations  pertain¬ 
ing  thereto  [18  CFR,  Chapter  I],  and  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure,  public  hearings  shall  be  held  con¬ 
cerning  the  lawfulness  of  the  proposed 
changes. 

(B)  Pending  hearings  and  decisions 
thereon,  the  rate  supplements  herein  are 
suspended  and  their  use  deferred  until 
date  shown  in  the  “Date  Suspended  Un¬ 


Appexmx  a 


til”  column.  Each  of  these  supplements 
shall  become  effective,  subUect  to  refund, 
as  of  the  expiration  of  the  suspension 
period  without  any  further  action  by  the 
Respondent  or  by  the  Commission.  Each 
Respondent  shall  comply  with  the  re¬ 
funding  procedure  required  by  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  and  §  154.102  of  the  Regu¬ 
lations  thereunder. 

(C)  Unless  otherwise  ordered  by  the 
Commission,  neither  the  suspended  sup¬ 
plements,  nor  the  rate  schedules  sought 
to  be  altered,  shall  be  changed  until  dis¬ 
position  of  these  proceedings  or  expira¬ 
tion  of  the  suspen.sion  period,  whichever 
is  earlier. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 


Docket 

No. 


Respondent 

Rate 

sched¬ 

ule 

No. 

Sup¬ 

ple¬ 

ment 

No. 

Purchaser  and  producing  area 

Amount 

ol 

annual 

increase 

Date  Effective 

flliiig  date 

tendered  unless 
suspended 

Date 

Cents  per  Mcf*  * 

Rate  In 
effect  sub¬ 
ject  to 
refund  in 
dockets 
No. 

until'— 

Rate  in 
effect 

Proposed 

lncrea.sed 

rate 

Continental  Oil  Co . 

257 

*22 

Southern  Union  Gathering  Co. 

(■) 

6-23-75  . 

7-28-75 

*  27. 5171 

27.772.5 

R175-11.5. 

(New  Mexico)  (Rocky  Moun- 

tain). 

. do . 

»23 

. do . 

(') 

6-23-75  . 

7-  2-75 

29. 3197 

29.3311 

RI7.5-93. 

266 

i  15 

(•) 

6-23-75  . 

7-  2-75 

27. 5171 

27.  7725 

R 175-93. 

Mexico)  (Rocky  Mountain). 

*16 

. do . 

(') 

6-23-75  . 

7-  2-75 

29.3197 

29.3311 

R175  •«. 

267 

*15 

(*) 

6-23-75  . 

7-  2-75 

27. 5171 

27. 7725 

R175-93. 

*16 

(') 

6-23-75  . 

7-  2-75 

29.  3197 

29.3311 

Ri75-!I3. 

. do . 

279 

*  15 

. do . 

(>) 

6-23-75  . 

7-  2-75 

27.  .51 71 

27.7725 

RI7.5-93. 

. do. . 

*16 

. do . 

(') 

6-23-75  . 

7-  2-75 

29. 31tt7 

29.3311 

R17,5-93. 

287 

*  15 

(*) 

6-23-75  . 

7-  2-75 

27. 5171 

27. 772.5 

R175-93. 

. do . 

*  16 

_ do . 

(•) 

6  23-75  . 

7-  2-75 

29. 31!»7 

29.3311 

RI75-93. 

SO.t 

>  13 

(') 

6-23-75  . 

7-  2-7.5 

27.5171 

27.7725 

R  17.5-93. 

*14 

(') 

6-23-75  . 

7-  2-75 

29. 3197 

29.3311 

R  17.5-93. 
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*  14 

(') 

6-23-75  . 

7-  2-75 

27. 5171 

27.7725 

RI75-'0. 

. do . 

*  15 

. do . 

(') 

6-23-75  . 

7-  2-75 

29. 3197 

29.3311 

RI7.5-93. 

2.V.t 

*22 

(') 

6-23-75  . 

7-  2-75 

27.5171 

27.772.5 

RI7.5->.<3. 

*23 

(■) 

6-23-75  . 

7-  2-75 

29. 3197 

2:).  331 1 

R17.5^'I3. 

Chevron  Oil  Co.  Western 

26 

12 

Transweslcm  l’i|>eline  Co.  (New 

3,050 

7-2-75 . 

7“  3-75 

29. 5181 

29.8560 

R 174-62. 

•Unless  otherwise  stated,  tlie  pressure  base  is  1.5.025  Ib/in*a 

•  Not  stated. 

•  Applies  to  gas  from  wells  completed  prior  to  June  1, 1970. 

•  Applies  to  gas  from  wells  completed  subsequent  to  June  1,  1970. 


*  Suspended  in  docket  No.  RI75-115. 

*  Unless  otherwise'  stated,  the  rab-  shown  is  the  total  rate,  inclu.sive  of  any  applicable 
Rritish  thermal  unit  adjustment  and  tax. 


The  proposed  tax  Increases  filed  by  Continental  and  Chevron 
exceed  the  applicable  area  celling  rates  in  Opinion  Nos.  658  and 
662,  and  are  suspended  for  one  day  in  the  same  rate  proceedings 
involving  their  underlying  rates. 


Continental's  proposed  tax  increase  under  its  Rate  Schedule  No. 
257  is  from  an  underljdng  rate  which  is  currently  suspended  until 
July  28,  1975.  Accordingly,  this  proposed  tax  increase  is  suspended 
until  July  28, 1975  in  the  existing  rate  proceeding. 


FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

FIRST  TENNESSEE  NATIONAL  CORP. 

Order  Amending  Requirement  for  Divesti¬ 
ture  of  Ownership  of  Real  Estate  in  Con¬ 
nection  With  Acquisition  of  Shares  of 
Pence  Mortgage  Company,  Louisville, 
Kentucky 

By  order  dated  September  5,  1973,  the 
Board  approved  an  application  of  First 
Tennessee  National  Corporation,  Mem¬ 
phis,  Tennessee,  a  bank  holding  company 
within  the  meaning  of  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act,  to  acquire  not  less  than  99 
percent  of  the  voting  shares  of  Pence 
Mortgage  Company,  Louisville,  Kentucky 
(“Company”).  The  Board’s  Order  re¬ 
quired  divestiture  of  certain  real  prop¬ 
erty  held  for  development  by  two  of  Com¬ 
pany’s  subsidiaries  within  six  months 
after  consummation  of  the  acquisition. 
The  acquisition  of  Company  by  Applicant 
was  ccmsummated  on  October  1,  1973.  By 
April  1,  1974,  six  months  after  consum¬ 


|FR  Doc.75-19763  Piled  7-30-75:8:45  am) 


mation.  Applicant  had  divested  all  of  the 
property  except  one  tract  known  as 
“Stray  Winds”.  By  letter  dated  August  1, 
1974,  Applicant  requested  that  the  Board 
gi-ant  an  extension  of  time  during  which 
the  remaining  property  would  be  di¬ 
vested.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  Applicant 
demonstrated  that  it  had  made  active 
efforts  to  sell  the  remaining  tract  of  land 
and  the  fact  that  the  sale  of  the  tract 
had  been  l^.-jidered  by  economic  condi¬ 
tions  and  natural  forces  in  the  form  of  a 
tornado,  the  Board  granted  Applicant’s 
request.  By  Order  dated  August  28,  1974, 
the  Board  amended  the  Order  of  Sep¬ 
tember  5,  1973,  authorizing  the  retention 
of  Stray  Winds  subject  to  the  condition 
that  such  real  property  would  be  divested 
no  later  than  eighteen  months  after  con¬ 
summation  of  the  proposal. 

By  letter  dated  June  17,  1975,  Appli¬ 
cant  has  requested  that  the  Board  extend 
the  period  for  divestiture  of  the  remain¬ 
ing  property  to  December  31,  1975.  Ap¬ 


plicant  has  indicated  that  active  efforts 
to  sell  the  propert}^  are  continuing. 

The  Board  has  concluded  that  the  re¬ 
quest  should  be  granted.  Accordingly,  the 
Board’s  Order  of  September  5,  1973,  is 
hereby  amended  to  authorize  retention 
of  the  remaining  tract  of  land  subject  to 
the  condition  that  Applicant  divest  such 
real  estate  property  at  the  earliest  pos¬ 
sible  date,  but  in  no  event  later  than 
December  31, 1975. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors,’ 
effective  July  22,  1975. 

[seal]  ’Theodore  E.  Allison, 

Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.75-19837  Filed  7-30-75:8:45  am] 


1  Voting  for  this  action:  Governors  Hol¬ 
land,  Walllch,  Coldwell,  and  Jackson.  Absent 
and  not  voting:  Chairman  Burns  and  Gov¬ 
ernors  Mitchell  and  Bucher. 
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STATE  STREET  BOSTON  FINANCIAL 
CORP. 

Acquisition  of  Bank 

State  Street  Boston  Financial  Cor¬ 
poration,  Boston,  Massachusetts  has 
applied  for  the  Board’s  approval  under 
section  3(a)  (3)  of  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(a)(3))  to 
acquire  all  of  the  voting  shares  of  Fal¬ 
mouth  Bank  and  Trust  Company,  Fal¬ 
mouth,  Massachusetts.  The  factors  that 
are  considered  in  acting  on  the  applica¬ 
tion  are  set  forth  in  section  3(c)  of  the 
Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  Inspected  at 
the  office  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Boston. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in  writ¬ 
ing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of  Governors 
of  the  Federal  Reserve  System,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20551,  to  be  received  not  later 
than  August  22,  1975. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System,  July  22,  1975. 

[seal]  Griffith  L.  Garwood, 

Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Board. 

[PR  Doc.75-19838  Filed  7-30-76:8:45  am] 


GENERAL  SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

[FPMR,  Temporary  Reg.  F-3501 

SECRETARY  OF  DEFENSE 
Delegation  of  Authority 

1.  Purpose.  This  regulation  delegates 
authority  to  the  Secretary  of  Defense  to 
represent  the  consumer  interests  of  the 
executive  agencies  of  the  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment  in  intrastate  rate  proceedings. 

2.  Effective  date.  This  regulation  is 
effective  June  26,  1975. 

3.  Delegation. 

a.  Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  in 
me  by  the  Federal  Property  and  Admin¬ 
istrative  Services  Act  of  1949,  63  Stat. 
377,  as  amended,  particularly  sec¬ 
tions  201(a)(4)  and  205(d)  (40  U.S.C. 
481(a)  (4)  and  486id) ) ,  authority  is  dele¬ 
gated  to  the  Secretary  of  Defense  to  rep¬ 
resent  the  consumer  interests  of  the 
executive  agencies  of  the  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment  before  the  California  Public 
Utilities  Commission  involving  the  appli¬ 
cations  of  the  Pacific  Gas  and  Electric 
Company,  Southern  California  (jkis 
Company,  and  San  Diego  Gas  and  Elec¬ 
tric  Company  for  changes  in  purchased 
gas  adjustment  clauses  (Applications 
55468,  55469,  55470,  55676,  and  55677). 

b.  The  Secretary  of  Defense  may  redel¬ 
egate  this  authority  to  any  officer,  official, 
or  employee  of  the  Department  of 
Defense. 

c.  This  authority  shall  be  exercised  in 
accordance  with  the  policies,  procedures, 
and  controls  prescribed  by  the  General 
Services  Administration,  and  shall  be 
exercised  In  cooperation  with  the 


responsible  officers,  officials,  and  em¬ 
ployees  thereof. 

Arthur  F.  Sampson, 
Administrator  of 
Qeneral  Services. 

July  22,  1975. 

I FR  Doc.75-19841  Filed  7-30-75:8:45  am] 


REGIONAL  PUBLIC  ADVISORY  PANEL  ON 
ARCHITECTURAL  AND  ENGINEERING 
SERVICES 

Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Public  Law  92-463,  notice 
is  hereby  given  of  a  meeting  of  the 
Regional  Public  Advisory  Panel  on  Archi¬ 
tectural  and  Engineering  Services, 
Region  10,  August  25, 1975,  from  8:30  a.m. 
to  3:00  p.m..  Room  2247,  GSA  Regional 
Headquarters  Building,  Auburn,  Wash¬ 
ington,  98002.  The  meeting  will  be  de¬ 
voted  to  the  initial  step  of  the  procedures 
for  screening  and  evaluating  the  quali¬ 
fications  of  architect-engineers  under 
consideration  -for  selection  to  furnish 
professional  services  for  the  proposed 
U.S.  Border  Station  at  Haines,  Alaska. 
Frank  and  open  discussion  of  the  pro¬ 
fessional  qualifications  of  the  firms  being 
considered  is  essential  to  insure  selection 
of  the  best  qualified  firms.  Accordingly, 
pursuant  to  a  determination  that  it  will 
be  concerned  with  a  matter  listed  in  5 
U.S.C.  552(b)  (5)  the  meeting  will  not  be 
open  to  the  public. 

Dated:  July  22,  1975. 

Robert  D.  Green, 
Acting  Regional  Administrator. 
[FR  Doc.75-19840  Filed  7-30-75:8:45  am] 

INTERIM  COMPLIANCE  PANEL 
(COAL  MINE  HEALTH  AND  SAFETY) 
B  AND  S  COAL  CO.  INC. 

Application  for  Renewal  Permit  Electric 
Face  Equipment  Standard;  Opportunity 
for  Public  Hearing 

Application  for  a  Renewal  Permit  for 
Noncompliance  with  the  Electric  Pace 
Equipment  Standard  prescribed  by  the 
Federal  Coal  Mine  Health  and  Safety 
Act  of  1969  has  been  received  for  the  item 
of  equipment  in  underground  coal  mine 
as  follows : 

ICP  Docket  No.  4011-000,  B  &  S  COAL  COM¬ 
PANY,  INC.,  Mine  No.  21,  Mine  ID  No.  16 
02749  0.  Vlcco,  Kentucky,  ICP  Permit  No. 
4011-009-R-2  (Kersey  944  Tractor,  I.D.  No. 
10-2). 

In  accordance  w  -h  the  provisions  of 
§  504.7(b)  of  Title  30,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
requests  for  public  hearing  as  to  an  ap¬ 
plication  for  a  renewal  permit  may  be 
filed  on  or  before  August  15,  1975.  Re¬ 
quests  for  public  hearing  must  be  filed  in 
accordance  with  30  C7PR  Part  505  (35  PR 
11296,  July  15, 1970),  as  amended,  copies 
of  which  may  be  obtained  from  the  Panel 
upon  request. 


A  copy  of  each  application  is  available 
for  inspection  and  requests  for  public 
hearing  may  be  filed  in  the  office  of  the 
Correspondence  Control  Officer,  Interim 
Compliance  Panel,  Room  800,  1730  K 
Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006. 

George  A.  Hornbeck, 
Chairman,  Interim  Compliance  Panel. 

July  28, 1975. 

[FR  Doc.75-19861  Filed  7-30-76:8:45  am] 


BUCHANAN  COUNTY  COAL  CORP. 

Applications  for  Renewal  Permits  Electric 
Face  Equipment  Standard;  Opportunity 
for  Public  Hearing 

Applications  for  Renewal  Permits  for 
Noncompliance  with  the  Electric  Face 
Equipment  Standard  prescribed  by  the 
Federal  Coal  Mine  Health  and  Safety 
Act  of  1969  have  been  received  for  items 
of  equipment  in  underground  coal  mines 
as  follows : 

ICP  Docket  No.  4376-000,  BUCHANAN 
COUNTY  COAL  CORPORATION,  Mine 
Nos.  9A  and  9C,  Mine  ID  No.  44  00403,  0, 
Big  Rock,  Virginia,  ICP  Permit  No.  4376- 
004-Rr-2  (Mescher  HD-12  Tractor,  ID.  No. 
B7-8),  ICP  Permit  No.  4376-01  l-R-2 
(Paul’s  Roof  Bolter,  I.D.  No.  B7-3). 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
§  504.7(b)  of  Title  30,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
requests  for  public  hearing  as  to  an  ap¬ 
plication  for  a  renewal  permit  may  be 
filed  on  or  before  August  15,  1975.  Re¬ 
quests  for  public  hearing  must  be  filed 
in  accordance  with  30  CFR  Part  505  (35 
PR  11296,  July  15,  1970),  as  amended, 
copies  of  which  may  be  obtained  from 
the  Panel  upon  request. 

A  copy  of  each  application  is  available 
for  inspection  and  requests  for  public 
hearing  may  be  filed  In  the  office  of  the 
Correspondence  Control  Officer,  Interim 
Compliance  Panel,  Room  800,  1730  K 
Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006. 

George  A.  Hornbeck, 
Chairman, 

Interim  Compliance  Panel. 
July  28,  1975. 

[FR  Doc.76-19862  Filed  7-30-75:8:45  am] 


BUCHANAN  AND  SONS  COAL  CO.,  INC. 

Application  for  Renewal  Permit  Electric 
Face  Equipment  Standard;  Opportunity 
for  Public  Hearing 

Application  for  a  Renewal  Permit  for 
Noncompliance  with  the  Electric  Face 
Equipment  Standard  prescribed  by  the 
Federal  Coal  Mine  Health  and  Safety 
Act  of  1969  has  been  received  for  the 
item  of  equipment  in  underground  coal 
mine  as  follows: 

ICP  Docket  No.  4005-000,  BUCHANAN  & 
SONS  COAL  COMPANY,  INC.,  Mine  No.  19, 
Mine  ID  No.  44  01697  0,  Pound,  Virginia, 
ICP  Permit  No.  4005-009-R^l  (Wise  464  4- 
Wheel  Mine  Tractor,  Ser.  No.  395). 
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In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
§  504.7(b)  of  Title  30,  Code  of  Federal 
Regrulatians,  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
requests  for  public  hearing  as  to  an  ap¬ 
plication  for  a  renewal  permit  may  be 
filed  on  or  before  August  15,  1975.  Re¬ 
quests  for  public  hearing  must  be  filed 
in  accordance  with  30  CJPR  Part  505  (35 
FR  11296,  July  15,  1970),  as  amended, 
copies  of  which  may  be  obtained  from 
the  Panel  upon  request. 

A  copy  of  each  application  is  avail¬ 
able  for  Inspection  and  requests  for  pub¬ 
lic  hearing  may  be  filed  in  the  ofBce  of 
the  CorTesp<xidence  Control  Oflacer,  In¬ 
terim  Compliance  Panel,  Room  800,  1730 
K  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006. 

George  A.  Hornbeck, 

Chairman, 

Interim  Compliance  Panel. 
July  21,  1975. 

[PR  Doc.75-19856  FUed  7-30-75;8:45  am] 


EDDIE  COAL  CO„  INC. 

Application  for  Renewal  Permit  Electric 
Face  Equipment  Standard;  Opportunity 
for  Public  Hearing 

Application  for  a  Renewal  Permit  for 
Nonccmipllance  with  the  Electric  Face 
Equipment  Standard  prescribed  by  the 
Feder&l  Coal  Mine  Health  and  l^fety 
Act  of  1969  has  been  received  for  the 
item  of  equipment  in  underground  coal 
mine  as  follows : 

ICP  Docket  No.  4323-000,  EDDIE  COAL 
COMPANY,  INC.,  Mine  No.  14,  Mine  ID  No. 
15  01554  0,  Elkhom  City,  Kentucky,  ICP 
Permit  No.  4323-001-R-4  (Joy  14BU7 
Loader,  I.D.  No.  1) . 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
§  504.7(b)  of  Title  30,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
requests  for  public  hearing  as  to  an  ap¬ 
plication  for  a  renewal  permit  may  be 
filed  on  or  before  August  15,  1975.  Re¬ 
quests  for  public  hearing  must  be  filed  in 
accordance  with  30  CFR  Part  505  (35 
FR  11296,  July  15,  1970),  as  amended, 
copies  of  which  may  be  obtained  from 
the  Panel  upon  request. 

A  copy  of  each  appUcation  is  available 
for  inspection  and  requests  for  public 
hearing  may  be  filed  in  the  oflBce  of  the 
Correspondence  Contrtd  Officer,  Interim 
Compliance  Panel,  Room  800,  1730  K 
Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C,  20006. 

George  A.  Hornbeck, 

Chairman, 

Interim  Compliance  Panel. 
July  25,  1975. 

(FR  Doc.75-19857  Filed  7-30-75:8:45  am] 


HOBBS  BROS.  COAL  CO..  INC. 

Applications  for  Renewal  Permits.  Electric 
Face  Equipment  Standard;  Opportunity 
for  Public  Hearing 

Applications  for  Renewal  Permits  for 
Noncompliance  with  the  Electric  Face 
Equipment  Standard  prescribed  by  the 
Federal  Coal  Mine  Health  and  Safety 
Act  of  1969  have  been  received  for  items 


(rf  equipment  in  underground  coal  mines 
as  follows; 

(1)  ICP  Docket  No.  4197-000,  HOBBS  BROS. 
COAL  COMPANY,  INC.,  Mine  No.  7,  Mine 
ID  No.  44  02705  0,  Whltewood,  Virginia, 
ICP  Permit  No.  4197-003-R-a  (S&S  80 
Tractor,  I.D.  No.  HB-1-7) ,  ICP  Permit  No. 
4197-004-R-2  (S&S  88  Tractor,  Ser.  No. 
1462),  ICP  Permit  No.  4197-006-R-2 
(Stacy’s  Spinner  Loading  Machine,  I.D.  No. 
S-SB-EH-HB-1) ,  ICP  Permit  No.  4197-009- 
R-2  (Goodman  212  Cutting  Machine,  I.D. 
No.  0-212-HB-2-7). 

(2)  ICP  Docket  No.  4226-000,  HOBBS  BROS. 
COAL  COMPANY,  INC.,  Mine  No.  15.  Mine 
ID  No.  44  00593  0,  Whltewood,  Virginia, 
ICP  Permit  No.  4226-005-R-2  (S&S  80 
Tractor,  I  D.  No.  HB-13-3) .  ICP  Permit  No. 
4226-008-R^2  (S&S  80  Tractor,  I.D.  No. 
HB-5-15),  ICP  Permit  No.  4226-010-R-2 
(Stacy’s  Spinner  Loading  Machine,  I  D.  No. 
S-SB-HB-2), 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
§  504.7(b)  of  TiOe  30,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
requests  for  public  hearing  as  to  an  ap- 
pheation  for  a  renewal  permit  may  be 
filed  on  or  before  August  15,  1975.  Re¬ 
quests  for  public  hearing,  must  be  filed  in 
accordance  with  30  CFR  Part  505  (35 
FR  11296,  July  15,  1970),  as  amended, 
copies  of  which  may  be  obtained  from 
the  Panel  upon  request. 

A  copy  of  each  application  is  available 
for  inspection  and  requests  for  public 
hearing  may  be  filed  in  the  office  of  the 
Correspondence  Control  Officer,  Interim 
Compliance  Panel,  Room  800,  1730  K 
Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006. 

George  A.  Hornbeck, 
Chairman, 

Interim  Compliance  Panel. 
July  28.  1975. 

[FR  Doc.75-19859  Filed  7-30-75:8:45  am] 


LITTLE  ROCK  COAL  CO. 

Applications  for  Renewal  Permits  Electric 
Face  Equipment  Standard;  Opportunity 
for  Public  Hearing 

Applications  for  Renewal  Permits  for 
Noncompliance  with  the  Electric  Pace 
Equipment  Standard  prescribed  by  the 
F^eral  Coal  Mine  Health  and  Safety  Act 
of  1969  have  been  received  for  items  of 
equipment  in  underground  coal  mines  as 
follows; 

ICP  Docket  No.  4386-000,  LI’TTLE  R(XnfC 
COAL  COMPANY,  Mine  No.  13,  Mine  ID 
No.  44  01871  0,  Grundy,  Virginia,  ICP  Per¬ 
mit  No.  4386-001-R-2  (Joy  14BU7  Loading 
Machine,  ID.  No.  3AE).  ICP  Permit  No. 
4386-003-R-l  (Mescher  HD12  ’Tractor,  IX). 
No.  LR-l),  ICP  Permit  No.  4386-004-R-l 
(Mescher  HD12  Tractor,  I.D.  No.  LR-2). 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
5  504.7(b)  of  Title  30,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
requests  for  public  hearing  as  to  an 
appUcation  for  a  renewal  permit  may  be 
filed  within  15  days  after  pubUcation  of 
this  notice.  Requests  for  public  hearing 
must  be  filed  in  accordance  with  30  CFR 
Part  505  (35  FR  11296,  July  15,  1970), 
as  amended,  copies  of  which*  may  be 
obtained  from  the  Panel  upon  request. 

A  copy  of  each  application  is  available 
for  inspection  and  requests  for  public 
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hearing  may  be  filed  in  the  office  of  the 
Correspondence  Control  Officer,  Interim 
Compliance  Panel,  Room  800,  1730  K 
Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006. 

George  A.  Hornbeck, 
Chairman, 

Interim  Compliance  Panel. 
July  28,  1975. 

(FR  Doc.75-19860  Filed  7-30-75:8:45  am] 


MARY  E  COAL  CO.,  INC. 

Applications  for  Renewal  Permits  Electric 
Face  Equipment  Standard;  Op(>ortunity 
for  Public  Hearing 

Applications  for  Renewal  Permits  for 
Noncompliance  with  the  Electric  Pace 
Equipment  Standard  prescribed  by  the 
Federal  (Toal  Mine  Health  and  Safety  Act 
of  1969  have  been  received  for  items  of 
equipment  in  underground  coal  mines  as 
follows ; 

ICP  Docket  No.  4225-000,  MARY  E  COAL 
COMPANY,  INC.,  Mine  No.  2,  Mine  ID  No. 
44  00526  0,  Whltewood,  Virginia,  ICP  Permit 
No.  4226-001-Rr-2  (S&S  88  Tractor,  IJ3.  No. 
ME-4),  ICP  Permit  No.  4225-002-R-2  (S&S 
88  Tractor,  Ser.  No.  2161),  ICP  Permit  No. 
4226-O03-R-2  (S&S  120  Tractor,  Ser.  No. 
43063),  ICP  PermH  No.  4225-004-R-2  (S&S 
120  Tractor,  Ser.  No.  82964) ,  ICP  Permit  No. 
4225-005-Rr-2  (S&S  100  Tractor,  Ser.  No. 
92163),  ICP  Permit  No.  4225-012-R-2 
(Stacy’s  Spinner  Loading  Machine,  I.D.  No. 
S-SWB-ME-3),  ICP  Permit  No.  4225-013- 
B-2  (Stacy’s  Spinner  Loading  Machine,  I.D. 
No.  S-SB-EH-ME-2) ,  ICP  Permit  No.  4225- 
014-R-2  (Stacy’s  Spinner  Loading  Machine, 
I  D.  No.  S-SB-ME-1) ,  ICP  Permit  No.  4225- 
015-R-2  (Royal  Cutting  Machine,  I.D.  No. 
R-ME-1),  ICP  Permit  No.  4225-016-R-2 
(Royal  Cutting  Machine,  I.D.  No.  R-ME-2) . 
ICP  Permit  No.  4225-017-R-2  (Goodman 
212  Cutting  Machine,  I.D.  No.  0-212-ME- 
3). 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
§  504.7(b)  of  Title  30,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
requests  for  public  hearing  as  to  an  ap¬ 
plication  for  a  renewal  permit  may  be 
filed  on  or  before  August  15,  1975.  Re¬ 
quests  for  pubUc  hearing  must  be  filed 
in  accordance  with  30  CFR  Part  505  (35 
FR  11296,  July  15,  1970),  as  amended, 
copies  of  which  may  be  obtained  from 
the  Panel  upon  request. 

A  copy  of  each  application  is  available 
for  inspection  and  requests  for  pubhc 
hearing  may  be  filed  in  the  office  of  the 
Correspondence  Control  Officer,  Interim 
Compliance  Panel,  Room  800,  1730  K 
Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C,  20006. 

George  A.  Hornbeck, 
Chairman, 

Interim  Compliance  Panel. 
July  28, 1975. 

(FR  Doc.76-19858  Filed  7-30-75:8:46  am] 

INTERNATIONAL  TRADE 
COMMISSION 

[332-76] 

UNITED  STATES/CANADIAN 

AUTOMOTIVE  AGREEMENT 

Investigation 

In  response  to  a  request  dated  July  9, 
1975,  by  the  Senate  Committee  on  Fi- 
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nance,  the  United  States  International 
Trade  Commission  has  Instituted  In  In¬ 
vestigation  pursuant  to  section  332(g)  of 
the  Tariff  Act  of  1930  (19  U.S.C.  1332(g) ) 
on  the  U.S./Canadian  Automotive  Agree¬ 
ment  as  Implemented  under  the  Auto¬ 
motive  Products  Trade  Act  of  1965.  Hie 
full  text  of  the  request  is  a  as  follows: 

The  Senate  Committee  on  Finance  resolved 
today  to  request  that  the  International 
Trade  Commission  undertake  a  study  of  the 
U.S./Canadian  Automotive  Agreement  as  Im¬ 
plemented  under  the  Automotive  Products 
Trade  Act  of  1965  and  submit  the  study  to 
the  Committee  on  Finance  no  later  than 
December  31,  1976.  This  request  Is  made  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  332(g)  of  the  Tariff  Act  of 
1930. 

The  Committee  Is  Interested  In  having  a 
thorough  analysis  ot  the  history  and  terms  of 
the  U.S./Canadlan  AutomobUe  Agreement 
and  its  Impact  on  U.S.  and  Canadian  trade, 
employment,  production,  balance  of  pay¬ 
ments,  capltcU  flows,  and  Investment  pat¬ 
terns.  We  are  particularly  Interested  In  the 
Commission’s  view  as  to  whether  or  not 
Canada  has  fully  compiled  with  the  letter 
and  the  spirit  of  the  Agreement  by  phasing 
out  the  so  caUed  "transitional  provisions.” 
In  addition.  It  would  be  useful  to  know  the 
relative  structure  of  production  of  auto- 
mobUes  within  the  U.S./Canadlan  markets 
and  any  shifts  which  may  have  occvirred  as 
a  result  of  the  current  decline  in  Industry 
sales  in  the  n.S.  as  compared  with  Canada. 

We  appreciate  the  quality  work  the  Com¬ 
mission  has  done  in  the  past  for  the  Com¬ 
mittee  and  the  Congress  and  look  forward 
to  receiving  a  thorough  study  of  this  Im- 
pcM’tont  agreement  by  the  end  of  the  year. 

With  every  good  wish,  I  am 
Sincerely, 

Russell  B.  Long, 

Chairman. 

By  order  of  the  Commission. 

Issued:  July  28, 1975. 

[seal]  Kenneth  R.  Mason, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-19889  FUed  7-30-76;8:45  am] 

NATIONAL  FOUNDATION  ON  THE 
ARTS  AND  THE  HUMANITIES 

National  Endowment  for  the  Humanities 

ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  FELLOWSHIPS 
PANEL 

Meeting 

July  21,  1975. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub.  L. 
92-463)  notice  is  hereby  given  that  a 
meeting  of  the  Fellowships  Panel  will  be 
held  at  Washington,  D.C.  on  August  20, 
1975,  from  9:00  a.m.  to  5:30  p.m. 

The  purpose  of  the  meeting  is  to  re¬ 
view  Indepiendent  Fellowship  applica¬ 
tions  submitted  to  the  National  Endow¬ 
ment  for  the  Humanities  for  1976-77  fel¬ 
lowship  grants. 

Because  the  proposed  meeting  will 
consider  financial  information  and  per¬ 
sonnel  and  similar  files  the  disclosure 
of  which  would  constitute  a  clearly  im- 
warranted  invasion  of  personal  privacy, 
pursuant  to  authority  granted  me  by  the 
Chairman’s  Delegation  of  Authority  to 
Close  Advisory  Committee  Meetings, 
dated  August  13, 1973, 1  have  determined 
that  the  meeting  would  fall  within  ex¬ 


emptions  (4)  and  (6)  of  5  U.S.C.  552(b) 
and  that  it  is  essential  to  close  the  meet¬ 
ings  to  protect  the  free  exchange  of  in¬ 
ternal  views  and  to  avoid  interference 
with  operation  of  the  Committee. 

It  is  suggested  that  those  desiring 
more  specific  Information  contact  the 
Advisory  Committee  Management  Of¬ 
ficer,  Mr.  John  W.  Jordan,  806  15th 
Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20506,  or 
call  area  code  202-382-2031. 

John  W.  Jordan, 
Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer. 
[FR  Doc.75-19819  Filed  7-30-76;8:45  am] 

NATIONAL  TRANSPORTATION 
SAFETY  BOARD 
National  Transportation  Safety  Board 
[1642;  1676;  1663-B,  1617-F;  1434-A,  1617-A, 
1114-C,  1469] 

SPECIAL  STUDY;  AIRCRAFT  ACCIDENT 
BRIEFS;  SAFETY  RECOMMENDATIONS 
AND  RESPONSES 

Notice  of  Availability  and  Receipt 

The  National  Transportation  Safety 
Board  announces  the  release  during  the 
past  week  of  the  following  documents: 

Special  Study.  NTSB-AAS-75-1,  en¬ 
titled  “Flight  Data  Recorder  Readout 
Experience  in  Aircraft  Accident  Investi¬ 
gation,  1960-1973,”  released  July  22, 
1975.  The  Safety  Board’s  study  covers 
509  mechanical  recorder  readouts  dur¬ 
ing  the  14-year  period.  While  preparing 
the  study,  the  Board  Issued  to  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Administration  (FAA) 
recommendations  A-74-15  through  17 
and  A-74-89  and  90;  these  are  repro¬ 
duced  as  appendices  to  the  study.  The 
major  aspects  and  intent  of  the  recom¬ 
mendations  were  included  as  agenda 
items  in  the  FAA’s  First  Biennial  Air¬ 
worthiness  Review  Conference  held  De¬ 
cember  2, 1974,  in  Washington,  D.C. 

Issue  No.  5,  “Aircraft  Accident  Re¬ 
ports.  U.S.  Civil  Aviation— 1974.”  NTSB- 
BA-75-2.  released  July  25,  1975.  The  re¬ 
port  contains  a  computer-printed  syn¬ 
opsis  of  the  findings  and  probable  cause 
of  699  general  aviation  accidents  and  10 
air  carrier  accidents  which  occurred  in 
the  United  States  last  year. 

Although  the  brief  format  reports  in 
Issue  No.  5  contain  essential  information, 
more  detailed  data  may  be  obtainea  from 
the  original  factual  reports  which  are  on 
file  in  the  Washington  Office  of  the 
Safety  Board.  Upon  request,  these  factual 
reports  will  be  reproduced  commercially 
at  an  average  cost  of  20^  per  page  for 
printed  matter,  $1.05  per  page  for  black 
and  white  photographs,  and  $6.50  per 
page  for  color  photographs,  plus  post¬ 
age.  Minimiun  reproduction  charge  is 
$4.00,  and  an  additional  $4.00  user-serv¬ 
ice  charge  will  be  made  for  each  order. 
Requests  should  be  directed  to  the  Pub¬ 
lic  Inquiries  Section,  National  Trans¬ 
portation  Safety  Board,  Washington, 
D.C.  20594.  'The  requester  must  provide 
the  following  information  concerning  the 
accident:  (1)  Date  and  place  of  occur¬ 
rence,  (2)  type  of  aircraft  and  registra¬ 
tion  number,  and  (3)  name  of  pilot. 


Recommendations  made  to  the  FAA: 

A-75-S7,  July  20,  1975,  re  the  Douglas 
DC-3,  N-6,  accident  at  DuBols,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  March  27, 1975.  The  Board  recom¬ 
mended  that  the  FAA  bring  to  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  all  its  senior  line  ofBclals  and 
pilots  “the  circiunstances  smroimding 
this  accident  in  order  to  emphasize  the 
fact  that  their  official  responsibilities 
in  aviation  demand  the  highest  degree 
of  professionalism  and  total  compliance 
with  applicable  standards,  procedures, 
and  operating  practices.” 

A-75-S8  and  59.  July  24,  1975,  re  the 
Trans  World  Airlines  Flight  514  crash 
at  Berryville,  Virginia,  December  1, 1974. 
The  Board  recommends  that  the  FAA 
(1)  define  the  term  “radar  arrival”  and 
assign  an  equal  weight  of  controller  re¬ 
sponsibility  to  all  arrivals  receiving  radar 
service,  regardless  of  the  kind  of  radar 
service;  and  (2)  discontinue  automatic 
termination  of  radar  service  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  paragraph  1212c  of  Handbook 
7110.8D,  dated  January  1,  1975,  and 
paragraph  662b  of  Handbook  7110.9D, 
dated  January  1,  1975,  except  after  the 
aircraft  has  been  visually  sighted  by  a 
local  controller. 

The  following  letter  responses  to  ear¬ 
lier  Board  recommendations  were  re¬ 
ceived  from  FAA  during  the  past  week; 

July  16,  re  A-75-22  (Issued  March  25, 
1975),  requiring  “certification  demon¬ 
stration  of  engine  anti-icing  provision  be 
performed  in  a  test  facility  which  can 
aerodynamlcaUy  simulate  in-flight  icing 
conditions.”  FAA  believes  that  this  rec¬ 
ommendation  is  not  warranted  because: 

(1)  “An  objective  evaluation  of  air  car¬ 
rier  experience  leads  one  to  the  conclu¬ 
sion  tiiat  engine  op>eratlon  in  icing 
weather  has  not  been  a  problem.”  Also, 

(2)  “In-flight  simulation  within  the  ca¬ 
pability  of  existing  test  facilities  will  not 
ensure  an  improvement  in  anti-icing  sys¬ 
tems  over  those  systems  tested  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  present  procedures.” 

July  17,  re  A-75^5  and  46  (see  40  FR 
24252) .  FAA  plans  to  “review  and  deter¬ 
mine  the  methods  by  which  all  terminal 
air  traffic  facilities  may  be  made  aware 
of  the  operational  status  of  navaids.” 
FAA’s  position  is  that  the  “actual  moni¬ 
toring  of  any  VOR/DME  should  remain 
in  a  flight  service  station  so  that  notifica¬ 
tion  of  maintenance  personnel  and  issu¬ 
ance  of  a  Notice  to  Airmen  (NOTAM) 
can  be  accomplished  in  a  timely  manner.” 

Also  received  last  week  were  two  letter 
responses  from  the  Federal  Railroad  Ad¬ 
ministration  (FRA)  regarding  Safety 
Board  recommendations  developed  fol¬ 
lowing  investigations  of  the  Southern 
Pacific  Transportation  Company  freight 
train,  munitions  explosion,  at  Benson, 
Arizona,  May  24, 1973  (NTSB-RAR-75-2, 
reported  at  40  FR  20140),  and  the  de¬ 
railment  of  an  Amtrak  train  at  Melvein, 
Kansas,  on  July  5,  1974  (NTSB-RAR- 
75-1,  released  March  30, 1975) . 

Responding  July  2  to  recommendation 
R-75-9,  concerning  the  Benson  accident. 
FRA  is  currently  fabricating  prototsrpe 
equipment  for  field  tests  on  a  self-con¬ 
tained,  on-board  rail  vehicle  hot  box  and 
wheel  sensor  system  which  has  the  ca¬ 
pability  of  activating  an  appropriate 
alerting  device  and/or  automatically 
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stopping  the  train  in  the  event  of  a  hot 
box  or  derailment  of  the  equipped  rail¬ 
road  vehicle.  When  tests  are  completed, 
PRA  will  determine  the  necessary  regu¬ 
latory  requirements  for  detection  of  fire 
by  crews  of  trains  carrying  Class  A  ex¬ 
plosives. 

FRA’s  comments  dated  July  9  re  the 
Melvem  derailment  are  responsive  to 
recommendations  R-75-1  through  3.  Rec¬ 
ognizing  that  rail-joint  failure  is  the 
second  most  frequent  cause  of  car  de¬ 
railment,  FRA  states  that  it  has  in  prog¬ 
ress,  or  under  contract  negotiation,  12 
rail-joint  perfOTmance  and  related  proj¬ 
ects.  (Recommendation  R-75-1.)  FRA 
opposes  Board  recommendation  R-75-2, 
which  would  require  establishment  of 
minimum  standards  for  the  size  and 
quality  of  all  components  used  in  the 
construction  of  track.  FRA  states,  “Ob¬ 
viously,  size  and  quality  criteria  would 
be  incomplete  as  effective,  stand-alone 
standards.”  Concerning  recommenda¬ 
tion  Rr-75-3,  FRA  states  that  it  is  pres¬ 
ently  conducting  research  that  will  be 
used  as  a  basis  for  promulgating  mini¬ 
mum  safety  standards  for  passenger 
cars,  and  that  standards  for  emergency 
lighting  and  emergency  exits  will  be  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  rulemaking. 

The  special  study  and  the  recommen¬ 
dation  letters  are  available  to  the  general 
public;  single  copies  may  be  obtained 
without  charge.  A  $4.00  user -service 
charge  will  be  made  for  each  recommen¬ 
dation  response,  in  addition  to  a  charge 
of  lOrf  per  page  for  reproduction.  All  re¬ 
quests  must  be  in  writing,  addressed  to: 
Publications  Unit,  National  Transporta¬ 
tion  Safety  Board,  Washington,  D.C. 
20594. 

Multiple  copies  of  the  special  study 
may  be  purchased  from  the  National 
Technical  Information  Service,  U  S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Commerce,  Springfield,  Vir¬ 
ginia  22151. 

(Secs.  304(s)  (2)  and  307  of  the  Independent 
Safety  Board  Act  of  1974  (Pub.  L.  93-633,  88 
Stat.  2169,  2172  (49  U.S.C.  1903,  1906)). 

Marcaret  L.  Fisher, 
Federal  Register  Liaison  Officer. 

July  28,  1975. 

[FB  Doc.75-19894  Piled  7-30-75:8:45  am] 


NUCLEAR  REGUUTORY 
COMMISSION 

(Docket  No.  50-2611 

CAROLINA  POWER  &  LIGHT  CO. 

(H.  B.  ROBINSON  UNIT  2) 

Issuance  of  Amendment  to  Facility 
Operating  License 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission  (the 
Commission)  has  issued  Amendment  No. 
12  to  Facility  Operating  License  Na 
DPR-23  issued  to  Carolina  Power  b  Light 
Company  which  revised  Technical  Spec¬ 
ifications  for  operation  ot  the  H.B.  Rob¬ 
inson  Unit  2,  located  in  Darlington 
County,  Hsrtsville,  South  CTarolina.  The 
amen<bsient  is  effective  as  of  its  date  of 
tasoance. 

*nie  amendment  permits  revisions  to 
ttie  Technical  Specifications  pertaining  to 


the  (1)  heatup  and  cooldown  rates,  (2) 
pressure  temperature  limits,  and  (3) 
requirements  for  reporting  results  cf  the 
irradiation  specimen  measurement  pro¬ 
gram. 

The  application  for  the  amendment 
complies  with  the  standards  and  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Atomic  Elnergy  Act  of  1954, 
as  amended  (the  Act) ,  and  the  Commis¬ 
sioner's  rules  and  regiilations.  The  Com¬ 
mission  has  made  appropriate  findings  as 
required  by  the  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
rules  and  regulations  in  10  (TFR  Chapter 
I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the  license 
amendment.  Notice  of  Proposed  Issuance 
of  Amendment  to  Facility  Operating 
License  in  connection  with  this  ac¬ 
tion  was  published  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  on  AprU  21,  1975  (40  PR  17647).  No 
request  for  a  hearing  or  petition  for  leave 
to  intervene  was  filed  following  notice  of 
the  proposed  action. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to 
this  action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendment  dated  January  24,  1975,  (2) 
Amendment  No.  12  to  License  No.  DPR- 
23,  with  Change  No.  37  and  (3)  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  related  Safety  Evaluation.  All 
of  these  items  are  available  for  public 
inspection  at  the  Commission’s  Public 
Document  Room,  1717  H  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.,  and  at  the.Hartsville 
Memorial  Library,  Home  &  Fifth  Ave¬ 
nues,  Hartsville,  South  Carolina. 

A  copy  of  items  (2)  and  (3)  may  be 
obtained  upon  request  addressed  to  the 
U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Di¬ 
rector,  Division  of  Reactor  Licensing. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this 
July  22, 1975. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

George  Lear,  Chief. 

Operating  Reactors  Branch  #3, 
Division  of  Reactor  Licensing. 

(PR  Doc.75-19821  Piled  7-80-75;8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  50-245] 

NORTHEAST  NUCLEAR  ENERGY  CO.,  ET 

AL  (MILLSTONE  NUCLEAR  POWER 

STATION  UNIT  1) 

Issuance  of  Amendment  to  Facility 
Operating  License 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission  (the 
Commission)  has  issued  Amendment 
No.  7  to  Facility  Operating  License  No. 
DPR-21  issued  to  Northeast  Nuclear 
Energy  Company,  Connecticut  Light  & 
Power  Company,  The  Hartford  Electric 
Light  Company  and  Western  Massachu¬ 
setts  Electric  Company  which  revised 
Technical  Specifications  for  operation 
of  the  Millstone  Nuclear  Power  Station 
Unit  1,  located  in  Waterford,  Connecti¬ 
cut.  The  amendment  is  effective  as  of 
its  date  of  issuance. 

The  amendment  permits  modification 
to  the  Technical  Specifications  to  clarify 
the  specified  requirements  for  the  High 
Flow  Main  Steamline  protective  instru¬ 
ment  channel. 

The  application  for  the  amendment 
complies  with  the  standards  and  require¬ 


ments  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954, 
as  amended  (the  Act) ,  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations.  The  Com¬ 
mission  has  made  appropriate  findings 
as  required  by  the  Act  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10  CFR 
Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the 
license  amendment.  Prior  public  notice 
of  this  amendment  is  not  required  since 
the  amendment  does  not  involve  a  sig¬ 
nificant  hsizards  consideration. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see,  (1)  the  application  for 
amendment  dated  April  7,  1975,  (2) 
Amendment  No.  7  to  License  No.  DPR-21, 
with  Change  No.  20  and  (3)  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  related  Safety  Evaluation.  All 
of  these  items  are  available  for  public 
inspection  at  the  Commission’s  Public 
Document  Room,  1717  H  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  and  at  the  Waterford 
Public  Library,  Rope  Perry  Road,  Route 
156,  Waterford,  Connecticut  06385. 

A  copy  of  items  (2)  and  (3)  may  be 
obtain^  upon  request  addressed  to  the 
UB.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Di¬ 
rector,  Division  of  Reactor  Licensing. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland  this 
July  22,  1975. 


For  tlie  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis 
sion. 


George  Lear, 

Chief,  Operating .  Reactors 
Branch  #J,  Division  of  Re¬ 
actor  Licensing. 


(FR  Doc.75-19822  Piled  7-30-75:8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  STN  50-437] 

OFFSHORE  POWER  SYSTEMS  (FLOATING 
NUCLEAR  POWER  PLANTS) 

Order  Resetting  Third  Prehearing 
Conference 

The  Third  Prehearing  Conference  in 
the  above-captioned  proceeding  which  is 
scheduled  for  July  31,  1975  in  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.,  is  being  continued  at  the  re¬ 
quest  of  the  Applicant  because  of  a  con¬ 
flict  in  schedules.  The  Applicant  has  ad¬ 
vised  the  Board  that  the  other  parties 
to  the  proceeding  have  no  objection  to 
the  continuance. 

Accordingly,  please  take  notice  that 
the  Third  Prehearing  Conference  in  this 
case  is  hereby  continued  fron  July  31, 
1975,  until  10:00  a.m.,  August  13,  1975 
in  the  Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing 
Board  Panel’s  hearing  room,  12th  Floor, 
Landow  Building,  7910  Woodmont  Ave¬ 
nue,  Bethesda,  Maryland  20014. 

This  Prehearing  Conference  will  cover 
the  items  listed  in  the  Notice  and  Order 
of  July  14,  1975  initially  scheduling  it. 
These  items  are: 

1.  All  pending  motions; 

2.  Status  of  discovery; 

3.  Statiis  of  the  application; 

4.  Status  of  the  issuance  of  relevant  doc¬ 
uments  by  NRC  Regulatory  Staff; 

5.  Consideration  of  establishment  of  a 
schedule  for  further  action;  and 

6.  Such  other  matters  as  may  aid  in  the 
orderly  disposition  of  this  proceeding. 

In  addition  to  the  parties  of  this  pro¬ 
ceeding,  this  Notice  is  being  sent  to  the 
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parties  In  tlie  related  proceeding  which 
involves  an  application  for  construction 
permits  for  two  of  the  floating  nuclear 
units  off  the  New  Jersey  Coast,  Public 
Service  Electric  and  Gas  Company  (At¬ 
lantic  Generating  Station,  Units  1  and 
2).  Docket  Nos.  STN  50-477  and  STN 
50-478. 

Members  of  the  public  are  invited  to 
attend  this  prehearing  conference. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland  this  25th 
day  of  July  1975. 

By  order  of  the  Atomic  Safety  and  Li¬ 
censing  Board. 

Daniel  M.  Head, 

Chairman. 

[PR  Doc.75-19823  Piled  7-30-75;8:45  ami 


[Docket  Noe.  60-277,  50-2781 

PHILADELPHIA  ELECTRIC  CO.  (PEACH 
BOTTOM  ATOMIC  POWER  STATION, 
UNITS  2  AND  3) 

Order  for  Modification  of  License 
L 

Philadelphia  Electric  Company  (PECO 
or  Licensee)  is  the  holder  of  Facility  Op¬ 
erating  License  Nos.  DPR-44  and  DPR- 
56,  which  respectively  authorize  opera¬ 
tion  of  Peach  Bottom  Atomic  Power  Sta¬ 
tion  Units  2  and  3  (Units  2  and  3  or  the 
Facilities)  at  steady-state  reactor  core 
power  levels  not  in  excess  of  3293  mega¬ 
watts  thermal  (rated  power) .  The  Facili¬ 
ties  are  boiling  water  reactors  (BWR) 
located  at  the  Licensee’s  site  in  Peach 
Bottom,  York  County,  Pennsylvania. 

n. 

1.  The  Licensee’s  Facilities  are  two 
of  eleven  United  States  BWR  facilities 
which  are  similarly  designed  in  that  each 
design  provides  for  coolant  flow  through 
bypass  holes  in  the  reactor  lower  core 
support  plate.  Fuel  inspections  conducted 
in  April  1975  in  a  similarly  designed  for¬ 
eign  BWR  revealed  significant  wear  and 
some  cracking  of  several  Zircaloy  fuel 
channel  boxes.'  ’The  discovery  of  this 
damage  had  been  preceded  by  anomalous 
incore  nuclear  detrotor  instrument  read¬ 
ing  from  the  traversing  Incore  probe 
(’TIP)  ,*  the  anomaly  consisting  of  a  band 
of  “noise”  with  a  characteristic  fre¬ 
quency,  superimposed  on  the  normal  sig¬ 
nal.  Both  the  ’TIP  noise  and  the  asso¬ 
ciated  channel  box  damage  appeared  to 
be  the  result  of  vibration  of  the  instru¬ 
ment  tubes  produced  by  coolant  flow 
through  the  bypass  holes. 


>  This  information  was  conveyed  to  the 
Staff  of  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 
(hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  “NRC  Staff”) 
by  the  Oeneral  Electric  Company  (OB)  by 
telephone  calls  on  April  17,  18,  and  21,  1975, 
and  by  letter  dated  AprU  22,  1975.  Copies  of 
the  April  22  letter  and  cc^les  of  all  other 
documents  referred  to  In  this  order  are  avaU- 
able  or  are  being  made  available  for  public 
Inspection  In  the  Commission’s  Public  Docu¬ 
ment  Room,  1717  H  Street,  NW..  Washington, 
D.C.  and  the  Commlsslon’e  Local  Public 
Document  Boom,  Martin  Memorial  Library, 
169  E.  Market  Street,  York,  Pennsylvania. 

•Ibid. 


2.  In  the  period  since  April  1975,  the 
eleven  affected  BWRs  have  been  under 
surveillance  by  the  NRC  Staff,  by  GE, 
and  by  the  individual  reactor  operators. 
Based  on  the  experience  of  the  foreign 
reactor,  the  NRC  Staff  has  been  of  the 
view  that  a  noise-to-signal  ratio  of 
0.06  or  more  indicates  the  need  for 
remedial  action  in  the  form  of  re¬ 
duced  core  flow  with  a  resultant  re¬ 
duction  in  core  power.  TIP  readings 
at  or  above  the  0.06  criterion  were  found 
in  April  1975  at  the  Cooper  Station,  and 
in  May  1975  at  the  Duane  Arnold  Energy 
Center  and  at  the  Peach  Bottom  Atomic 
Power  Station  Unit  3.  The  operators  of 
the  three  faciUties  agreed — later  con¬ 
firmed  by  NRC  Order — to  limit  opera¬ 
tion  to  core  flow  and  power  levels  not 
exceeding  50%  of  design  levels  without 
prior  written  approval  of  the  NRC  Staff.* 
PECO  agreed  by  letter  on  June  6,  1975 
to  similarly  limit  operation  of  Peach  Bot¬ 
tom  Atomic  Power  Station,  Unit  2. 

3.  ’The  50%  power  and  50%  flow  limi¬ 
tations  were  interim  measures  to  provide 
assurance  of  safety  while  further  data 
were  being  developed  in  t^ts,  studies  and 
investigations  then  in  progress.  The  50% 
power  limitation  was  derived  from  the 
50%  flow  limitation  on  tlie  basis  of  cer¬ 
tain  inherent  operating  characteristics 
of  BWRs.*  The  flow  limitation  in  turn 
was  based  on  the  results  of  tests  con¬ 
ducted  by  GE  in  1973  In  connection  with 
channel  box  damage  due  to  control  cur¬ 
tain  vibration  which  had  been  observed 
in  the  Vermont  Nuclear  Power  Station, 
in  the  Pilgrim  Nuclear  Power  Station, 
and  in  a  foreign  reactor,*  ’The  1973  GE 
data  was  supported  by  observations  made 
at  the  Cooper  Station  over  a  short  pe¬ 
riod  prior  to  the  issuance  of  the  NRC 
Staff’s  April  26  order  while  the  Facility 
was  operating  at  a  limited  flow  of  about 
55%  of  full  core  flow.  Similar  observa¬ 
tions  were  made  in  May  1975  in  tests 
conducted  at  the  Duane  Arnold  reactor. 

4.  Through  an  exchange  of  letters 
dated  June  2,  1975,  the  operators  of 
Duane  Arnold  requested  and  the  NRC 
Staff  approved  a  plan  to  operate  that  re¬ 
actor  for  a  short  period  of  time  to  obtain 
TIP  readings  at  core  power  levels  up  to 


•  For  the  details  of  these  actions,  see  Order 
for  Modification  of  License,  In  the  Matter  of 
Nebraska  Public  Power  District  (Copper  Nu¬ 
clear  Station),  Docket  No.  50-298,  dated 
AprU  26,  1975;  Order  for  Modification  of  Li¬ 
cense,  In  the  Matter  of  Iowa  Electric  Light 
and  Power  Company,  Central  Iowa  Power 
Cooperative,  and  Corn  Belt  Power  Coopera¬ 
tive  (Duane  Arnold  Energy  Center),  Docket 
No.  50-331,  dated  May  21,  1975;  and  Order 
for  Modification  of  License,  In  the  Matter  of 
Philadelphia  Electric  Company  (Peach  Bot¬ 
tom  Atomic  Station,  Unit  3)  Docket  No.  50- 
278,  dated  June  2,  1975. 

‘See  Safety  Evaluation  by  the  Dlrecto'r  of 
Licensing,  U.S.  Atomic  Energy  Commission, 
Relating  to  Channel  Box  Wear  In  the  Ver¬ 
mont  Yankee  Nuclear  Power  Station  (Docket 
No.  50-271)  and  the  Pilgrim  Nuclear  Power 
Station  (Docket  No.  50-293)  dated  Octo¬ 
ber  26,  1973,  pp.  16-18. 

•For  details  concerning  the  earlier  matter 
affecting  the  Vermont  Yankee  and  PUgrlm 
faculties  see  the  ABC  Regulatory  Staff’s  re¬ 
lated  Safety  Evaluation,  n.  4,  supra. 


100%  of  rated  power  and  core  flow  rates 
up  to  100%  of  design  flow  rate.  The  .ob¬ 
jective  of  these  measurements  was  to 
permit  a  determination,  following  a  shut¬ 
down  and  inspection  of  the  reactor, 
whether  TIP  noise  data  and  channel  box 
damage  data  could  be  correlated.  After 
receiving  and  analyzing  the  Duane 
Arnold  data,  the  NRC  Staff  concluded 
that  such  a  correlation  does  indeed  exist. 
The  correlation  also  supports  continued 
use  of  the  0.06  noise-to-signal  ratio  as  a 
test  of  the  need  for  remedial  action. 

5.  In  the  period  since  April  1975  there 
have  been  additional  studies  concerning 
the  relationship  of  ’TIP  noise  to  coolant 
flow  rate.  New  relevant  data  are  avail¬ 
able  from  accelerometer  tests,  from  TIP 
readings  at  Cooper  and  Duane  Arnold, 
and  from  experiments  conducted  by  GE 
on  prototype  TIP  tube-channel  box  con¬ 
figurations.  ’These  data  all  point  to  the 
conclusion  that  TIP  noise  is  significantly 
attenuated,  if  not  arrested,  at  a  coolant 
flow  rate  of  about  40%  of  design  flow. 
The  NRC  Staff  has  therefore  concluded 
that  a  40%  flow  rate  limitation  should 
apply  to  sustained  operation  of  a  reactor 
that  has  reached  the  action  threshold  of 
a  0.06  noise-to-signal  ratio.  However, 
considering  inter  alia  the  rate  at  which 
channel  box  wear  occurs,  limited  opera¬ 
tion  at  higher  flows  (for,  e..g.,  the  con¬ 
duct  of  tests)  may  be  permitted  without 
endangering  the  health  and  safety  of  the 
public. 

6.  Investigations  have  also  continued 
with  respect  to  the  appropriateness  of 
the  50%  core  power  limit  on  affected  re¬ 
actors.  GE  prepared,  and  forwarded  to 
the  NRC  Staff  by  letter  dated  July  11, 
1975,  a  proposal  to  substitute  a  maxi¬ 
mum  bundle  power  limit  for  the  overall 
50%  core  power  limit  now  in  use.  GE’s 
July  11  submission  included  supporting 
analyses  performed  with  the  assumption 
of  a  coolant  flow  of  40%  of  design  flow, 
and  with  the  further,  conservative  as¬ 
sumption  of  a  cracked  channel  box. 

7.  By  letter  dated  July  17,  1975,  the 
Licensee  formally  proposed  a  plan,  pre¬ 
viously  discussed  with  the  NRC  Staff,  for 
operation  of  the  Facilities  in  the  short 
term,  and  for  a  determination  of  the  con¬ 
ditions,  if  any,  imder  which  operation 
should  be  allowed  in  the  longer  term. 
'The  plan  entails  a  reduction  of  coolant 
flow  to  40%  of  design  flow  and  a  sub¬ 
stitution  of  a  3.35  MWt  maximum  bimdle 
power  limit  for  the  present  50%  limit  on 
core  power  for  Units  2  and  3.  Operation 
within  these  limits  would  continue,  under 
the  plan,  for  the  balance  of  a  period 
of  approximately  45  equivalent  full  flow 
days  from  June  21,  1975  for  Unit  2  and 
June  2, 1975  for  Unit  3.  During  that  time 
the  Licensee  would  operate  the  Facility 
at  rated  flow  and  power  for  a  limited 
time  to  obtain  TIP  traces,  and  to  conduct 
accelerometer  tests.  Additionally,  the 
Licensee  would  return  the  units  to  rated 
power  for  a  short  period  of  time  to  com¬ 
plete  the  fuel  preconditioning  program. 
At  the  end  of  approximately  45  effective 
full  flow  days  from  June  21  and  June  2, 
respectively,  the  Licensee  would  shut¬ 
down  Units  2  and  3  unless  the  efficacy  of 
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the  40%  flow  limit  had  been  verifled  by 
accelerometer  data.  Finally,  limits  on 
flow  and  bundle  power  would  be  re- 
evalxiated  In  light  of  data  collected  dur¬ 
ing  the  interim  period  under  considera¬ 
tion. 

8.  ‘Hie  Licensee’s  plan  has  been  re¬ 
viewed  by  the  NRC  Staff.  As  discussed 
In  the  NRC  Staff’s  Safety  Evaluation  Re¬ 
port  on  Uie  matter  dated  July  22,  1975, 
and  In  a  letter  to  the  Licensee  dated  July 
23,  1975,  the  Facilities  can  be  operated 
without  endangering  the  health  and 
safety  of  the  public  at  the  proposed  core 
flow  and  maximum  bimdle  power  limits 
for  a  period  of  approximately  45  effective 
full  flow  days  from  Jime  21,  1975  and 
June  2,  1975,  respectively.  ’The  operation 
of  the  Facilities  at  higher  flow  and  power 
levels  is  acceptable  imder  the  same 
standard  for  certain  tests,  including  the 
75  hours  of  operation  at  rated  flow  and 
power  to  collect  flow  vibration  data  for 
Units  2  and  3,  and  complete  a  fuel  pre¬ 
conditioning  program  for  Units  2  and  3. 
The  NRC  Staff  believes  the  Licensee’s 
plan  described  above  is  appropriate  xm- 
der  ^e  circumstances  and  should  be 
conflrmed  by  NRC  order. 

in. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  Atomic 
Elnergy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended,  and 
the  Ccanmlssion’s  Rules  and  Regulation 
in  10  CFR  Parts  2  and  50,  It  is  ordered, 
Ihat,  Facility  Operating  License  Nos. 
DPR-44  and  DPR-56  are  hereby  amend¬ 
ed  by  adding  to  each  license  the  pro¬ 
visions  set  out  in  Appendix  A  hereto.  It 
is  further  ordered.  That  Facility  Operat¬ 
ing  License  No.  DPR-56  is  amended  by 
deleting  the  provisions  added  by  the 
Commission’s  Order  for  Modification  of 
License  dated  Jime  2, 1975. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland  this 
23rd  day  of  July,  1975. 

For  the  Nuclear  Pegulatorj'  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Benard  C.  Rusche, 

Director, 

Office  of  Nuclear  Reactor  Regulation. 

appendix  a 

1.  The  Licensee  shall  not,  without  prior 
written  approval  of  the  Director,  Office  of 
Nuclear  Reactor  Regulation,  operate  the 
facility  at  a  flow  rate  exceeding  40  percent  of 
rated  flow,  or  at  a  maximum  bundle  power 
exceeding  3.35  MWt  or  at  a  maxlmiun 
average  planar  linear  heat  generation  rate 
(MAPLHOR)  exceeding  85  percent  of  the 
limit  established  by  the  Order  for  Modifica¬ 
tion  of  License  dated  December  27,  1974, 
except  that: 

a.  The  flow  limit  may  be  exceeded,  up  to 
a  maximum  of  SO  percent  of  rated  flow,  for 
such  period  of  time  as  is  necessary  to  estab¬ 
lish  the  appropriate  mechanical  limit  set¬ 
point  on  the  pump  speed  control  in  com¬ 
pliance  with  paragraph  2  below. 

b.  The  flow  and  bundle  power  limits  may 
be  exceeded  by  such  amoimt  and  for  such 
period  of  time  as  is  necessary  to  establi^ 
appropriate  control  rod  patterns  after  under¬ 
going  a  change  in  power  or  change  in  flow, 
and  to  accommodate  xenon  buildup. 

c.  The  flow  and  bundle  power  limits  may 
be  exceeded  by  such  amount  and  for  such 
period  at  time  as  is  necessary  to  perform 
the  control  rod  operability  requirements  of 
Section  4.3A.2A  of  the  Technical  Specifica¬ 


tions,  Appendix  A  to  Operating  License  Nos. 
DPR-44  and  DPR-58. 

d.  The  flow  and  bundle  power  limits  may 
be  exceeded  by  such  amount  and  for  such 
period  at  time  as  is  necessary  to  establish 
appr(^>rlate  conditions  for  and  to  perform 
traversing  Incore  probe  (HP)  maps  for  the 
purpose  of  establishing  an  accelerometer  test 
program,  and  to  establish  appropriate  con¬ 
ditions  for  and  to  conduct  the  accelerometer 
test  program. 

e.  The  operation  authorized  by  subpara¬ 
graph  d.  above  may  be  extended  to  a  total  of 
75  hours  as  necessary  to  allow  the  fuel  pre¬ 
conditioning  program  to  be  completed. 

2.  The  Licensee  shall  adjust  the  mechani¬ 
cal  limits  on  the  pump  speed  control  to  pre¬ 
clude  an  unrestricted  flow  Increase  above  50 
percent  for  operation  with  flow  rates  limited 
to  40  percent  of  rated  flow. 

3.  The  Licensee  shall  shut  down  the  facility 
following  45  equivalent  full  flow  days  from 
the  ‘reference  date”,  as  hereinafter  defined, 
unless  within  such  period  a  traversing  Incore 
probe  sinveillance  program  as  specified  in 
Section  Vm  of  the  UJS.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission’s  Safety  Evaluation  Report,  In 
the  Matter  of  BWR  Channel  Box  Wear  dated 
July  22,  1975,  has  been  completed  and  accel¬ 
erometer  tests  performed  with  appropriate 
requirements  specified  in  Section  VII  of  the 
Evaluation  of  Channel  Box  Wear  dated  July 
22,  1975  have  been  completed  which  indicate 
the  efficacy  of  the  40  percent  flow  limit.  The 
‘‘reference  date”  is  June  21,  1975  for  Unit 
2  and  June  2,  1975  for  Unit  3. 

4.  ‘The  Licensee  shall  inform  the  Director, 
Office  of  Nuclear  Reactor  Regulation,  of  the 
details  of  the  proposed  lu^lerometer  test 
program  prior  to  installation  of  the  ac¬ 
celerometers. 

5.  The  Licensee  shall,  during  power  opera¬ 
tion  with  flow  rates  equal  to  40  percent  of 
rated  or  during  operations  with  flow  rates 
greater  than  40  percent  as  allowed  by  para¬ 
graph  1  above,  obtain  unflltered  TIP  traces 
as  specified  in  Section  VIII  of  the  Evalua¬ 
tion  of  Channel  Box  Wear  dated  July  22, 1975, 
such  that  all  operable  TIP  positions  are 
traversed  at  least  once  during  the  course  of 
each  thirty  day  period  and  shall  report  the 
results  thereof. 

6.  The  Licensee  shall  submit  brief  analyses 
of  TIP  readings,  including  sample  traces,  to 
the  Director,  Nuclear  Reactor  Regulation 
within  30  days  of  obtaining  such  TIP  read¬ 
ings. 

7.  The  Licensee  shall  submit  an  analysis  of 
the  accelerometer  data  (a)  within  10  days 
of  obtaining  the  first  Indication  of  channel 
box  impact,  and  (b)  within  10  days  of  omi- 
pleting  the  accelerometer  tests  performed  for 
an  Interval  of  approximately  10  effective  full 
flow  days. 

[PR  Doc.75-19824  Piled  7-30-75;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  60-271] 

VERMONT  YANKEE  NUCLEAR  POWER 
CORP.  AND  VERMONT  YANKEE  NU¬ 
CLEAR  POWER  STATION 

Order  for  Modification  of  License 

I. 

Vermont  Yankee  Nuclear  Power  Cor¬ 
poration  (the  Licensee)  is  the  holder  of 
Facility  Operating  License  No.  DPR-28 
which  authorizes  operation  of  the  Ver¬ 
mont  Yankee  Nuclear  Power  Station 
(Vermont  Yankee  or  the  Facility)  at 
steady-state  reactor  core  power  levels 
not  in  excess  of  1593  megawatts  thermal 
(rated  power) .  ’The  Facility  Is  a  boiling 
water  reactor  (BWR)  located  near  Ver¬ 
non,  Vermont. 


n. 

1.  The  Licensee’s  Facility  is  one  of  elev¬ 
en  United  States  BWR  facilities  which 
are  similarly  designed  in  that  each  design 
provides  for  coolant  flow  through  bypass 
holes  in  the  reactor  lower  core  support 
plate.  F\iel  Inspections  conduct^  In 
April  1975  in  a  similarly  designed  foreign 
BWR  revealed  significant  wear  and  some 
cracking  of  several  Zircaloy  fuel  channel 
boxes.^  The  discovery  of  this  damage  had 
been  preceded  by  anomalous  incore  nu¬ 
clear  detector  instrument  readings  from 
the  traversing  incore  probe  (’TIP),*  the 
anomaly  consisting  of  a  band  of  "noise” 
with  a  characteristic  frequency,  super¬ 
imposed  on  the  normal  signal.  Both  the 
TIP  noise  and  the  associated  channel 
box  damage  appeared  to  be  the  result  of 
vibration  of  toe  instrument  tubes  pro¬ 
duced  by  coolant  fiow  through  toe  bypass 
holes. 

2.  In  the  period  since  April  1975,  toe 
eleven  affected  BWRs  have  been  under 
surveillance  by  the  NRC  Staff,  by  GE,  and 
by  the  individual  reactor  operators. 
Based  on  toe  experience  of  toe  foreign 
reactor,  toe  NRC  Staff  has  been  of  toe 
view  that  a  noise-to-signal  ratio  of  0.06 
or  more  Indicates  toe  need  for  remedial 
action  in  the  form  of  reduced  core  flow 
with  a  resultant  reduction  in  core  power. 
TIP  readings  at  or  above  toe  0.06 
criterion  were  found  in  April  1975  at  the 
Cooper  Station,  and  in  May  1975  at  the 
Duane  Arnold  Energy  Center  and  at  toe 
Peach  Bottom  Atomic  Power  Station  Unit 

3.  The  operators  of  toe  three  facilities 
agreed — later  confirmed  by  NRC  Order — 
to  limit  operation  to  core  flow  and  power 
levels  not  exceeding  50%  of  design  levels 
without  prior  written  approval  of  toe 
NRC  Staff.* 

3.  The  50%  power  and  50%  flow  limita¬ 
tion  were  interim  measures  to  provide  as¬ 
surance  of  safety  while  further  data  were 
being  developed  in  tests,  studies  and  in¬ 
vestigations  then  in  progress.  The  50% 
power  limitation  was  derived  from  the 
50%  flow  limitation  on  the  basis  of  cer¬ 
tain  Inherent  operating  characteristics  of 


^This  information  was  conveyed  to  the 
Staff  of  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 
(hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  ‘‘NRC  Staff”) 
by  the  General  Electric  Ck>mpany  (GE)  by 
telephone  calls  on  April  17,  18,  21,  1975,  and 
by  letter  dated  April  22,  1976.  Copies  of  the 
April  22  letter  and  copies  of  all  other  docu¬ 
ments  referred  to  in  this  order  are  available 
or  are  being  made  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion  in  the  Commission’s  Public  Document 
Room,  1717  H  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
and  the  Commission’s  Local  Public  Document 
Room,  Brooks  Memorial  Library,  224  Main 
Street,  Brattleboro,  Vermont. 

*Ibid. 

*  For  the  details  of  these  actions,  see  Order 
for  Modification  of  License,  In  the  Matter  of 
Nebraska  Public  Power  District  (Cooper  Nu¬ 
clear  Station),  Docket  No.  6(^298,  dated 
April  26,  1976;  Order  for  Modification  of  Li¬ 
cense,  in  the  Matter  of  Iowa  Electric  Light 
and  Power  Company,  Central  Iowa  Power 
Cooperative,  and  Com  Belt  Power  Coopera¬ 
tive  (Duane  Arnold  Energy  Center),  DcxJket 
No.  50-331,  dated  May  21,  1976;  and  Order  for 
Modification  of  License,  In  the  Matter  of 
Philadelphia  Electric  Company  (Peach  Bot¬ 
tom  Atomic  Station,  Unit  3)  Docket  No.  60- 
278,  dated  June  2, 1975. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  40,  NO.  148 — THURSDAY,  JULY  31,  1975 


NOTICES 


32181 


BWRs.*  The  flow  limitation  in  turn  was 
based  on  the  results  of  tests  conducted  by 
GE  in  1973  In  connection  with  channel 
box  damage  due  to  control  curtain  vibra¬ 
tion  which  had  been  observed  in  the  Ver¬ 
mont  Yankee,  in  the  Pilgrim  Nuclear 
Power  Station,  and  in  a  foreign  reactor.* 
The  1973  GE  data  was  supported  by  ob¬ 
servations  made  at  the  Cooper  Station 
over  a  short  period  prior  to  the  issuance 
of  the  NRC  Staff’s  April  26  order  while 
Cooper  was  operating  at  a  limited  flow  of 
about  55%  of  full  core  flow.  Similar  ob¬ 
servations  were  made  in  May  1975  in  tests 
conducted  at  the  Duane  Arnold  reactor. 

4.  Through  an  exchange  of  letters 
dated  June  2,  1975,  the  operators  of 
Duane  Arnold  requested  and  the  NRC 
Staff  approved  a  plan  to  operate  that  re¬ 
actor  for  a  short  period  of  time  to  obtain 
TIP  readings  at  core  power  levels  up  to 
100%  of  rated  power  and  core  flow  rates 
up  to  100%  of  design  flow  rate.  The  ob¬ 
jective  of  these  measurements  was  to 
permit  a  determination,  following  a 
shutdown  and  inspection  of  the  reactor, 
whether  TIP  noise  data  and  channel  box 
damage  data  coiild  be  correlated.  After 
receiving  and  analj'zing  the  Duane  Ar¬ 
nold  data,  the  NRC  Staff  concluded  that 
such  a  correlation  does  indeed  exist.  The 
correlation  also  supports  continued  use 
of  the  0.06  nolse-to-slgnal  ratio  as  a  test 
of  the  need  for  remedial  action. 

5.  In  the  period  since  April  1975  there 
have  been  additional  studies  concern¬ 
ing  the  relationship  of  TIP  noise  to  cool¬ 
ant  flow  rate.  New  relevant  data  are 
available  from  accelerometer  tests,  from 
TIP  readings  at  Cooper  and  Duane  Ar¬ 
nold,  and  from  experiments  conducted 
by  GE  on  prototype  TIP  tube-channel 
box  configurations.  These  data  all  point 
to  the  conclusion  that  TIP  noise  is  sig¬ 
nificantly  attenuated,  if  not  arrested,  at 
a  coolant  flow  rate  of  about  40%  of  de¬ 
sign  flow.  The  NRC  Staff  has  therefore 
concluded  that  a  40%  flow  rate  limita¬ 
tion  should  apply  to  sustained  operation 
of  a  reactor  Uiat  has  reached  the  action 
threshold  of  a  0.06  noise-to-signal  ratio. 
However,  considering  inter  alia  the  rate 
at  which  channel  box  wear  occurs,  lim¬ 
ited  operation  at  higher  flows  (for,  e.g., 
the  conduct  of  tests)  may  be  permitted 
without  endangering  the  health  and 
safety  of  the  public.  An  acceptable  alter¬ 
native  to  a  40%  flow  rate  limitation  for 
sustained  operation  would  be  to  plug  the 
bypass  holes  to  correct  the  apparent 
cause  of  the  channel  box  wear,  replace¬ 
ment  of  channel  boxes  with  unacceptable 
wear,  and  appropriate  surveillance  to 
monitor  subsequent  operations. 

6.  The  Licensee  has  been  operating  the 
Facility  at  70%  of  design  flow  and  80% 


*See  Safety  Evaluation  by  the  Director  of 
Licensing.  X7.S.  Atomic  Energy  Commission, 
Relating  to  Channel  Box  Wear  in  the  Ver¬ 
mont  Yankee  Nuclear  Power  Station  (Docket 
No.  50-271)  and  the  Pilgrim  Nuclear  Power 
Station  (Docket  No.  50-293)  dated  Octo¬ 
ber  26,  1973,  pp.  16-18. 

^  For  details  concerning  the  earlier  matter 
affecting  the  Vermont  Yankee  and  Pilgrim 
facilities  see  the  ABC  Regulatory  Staff’s  re¬ 
lated  Safety  Evaluation,  n.  4,  supra. 


of  rated  power  since  May  31,  1975  (with 
the  exception  of  less  than  one  day  at 
full  flow  and  power).  As  discussed  at 
a  July  15.  1975,  meeting  between  the 
Licensee  and  the  NRC  Staff,  by  applying 
the  TIP  noise-wear  correlation  obtained 
from  the  Duane  Arnold  data  to  the  TIP 
calibration  at  Vermont  Yankee,  the  NRC 
Staff  has  concluded  that  the  Facility’s 
normalized  TIP  noise-to-signal  ratio 
exceeds  the  remedial  action  level  estab¬ 
lished  for  100%  of  rated  flow  and  power. 
This  conclusion  has  also  been  reached 
by  the  Licensee,  as  confirmed  in  its  letter 
to  the  NRC  Staff  dated  July  17, 1975. 

7.  By  its  letter  dated  July  17,  1975,  the 
Licensee  formally  proposed  a  plan,  pre¬ 
viously  discussed  with  the  NRC  Staff, 
setting  forth  a  course  of  remedial  action. 
The  plan  entails  continuation  of  opera¬ 
tion  at  80%  of  rated  core  power  and 
70%  of  rated  flow  until  a  shutdown  not 
later  than  August  3,  1975,  with  the  ex¬ 
ception  of  a  brief  period  of  operation 
at  full  flow  and  power  immediately  prior 
to  shutdown  as  necessary  to  obtain  base¬ 
line  TIP  data  for  use  in  connection  with 
the  Inspection  during  the  shutdown  and 
in  connection  with  future  operations. 
During  the  shutdown,  worn  channel 
boxes  will  be  replaped  as  necessary,  and 
plugs  will  be  inserted  in  the  bypass  holes. 

8.  The  Licensee’s  plan  has  been  re- 
vlew’ed  by  the  NRC  Staff,  as  discussed 
in  the  NRC  Staff’s  “Evaluation  of  Ver¬ 
mont  Yankee  Channel  Box  Wear  for 
the  Purpose  of  Limited  Operation  at 
Partial  Power,”  dated  July  23,  1975.  Mat¬ 
ters  relevant  to  the  Licensee’s  plan  were 
also  evaluated  in  the  NRC  Staff’s  “Eval¬ 
uation  of  BWR  Channel  Box  Wear”, 
dated  July  22,  1975.  The  NRC  Staff’s 
analysis  of  allowable  stresses  for  a  chan¬ 
nel  box  concludes  Uiat  the  reduction  in 
differential  pressure  across  the  channel 
wall  at  80%  of  rated  core  power/70%  of 
rated  flow  permits  an  Increase  in  the 
acceptable  channel  box  wear  of  about 
one  third.  Adjusting  for  the  loss  of  TIP 
measurement  sensitivity  at  reduced  flow, 
and  for  the  established  sensitivity  of 
Vermont  Yankee’s  TIP  recording  equip¬ 
ment,  the  NRC  Staff’s  evaluation  con¬ 
cludes  that  Vermont  Yankee  allowable 
channel  box  wear  at  80%  of  rated  core 
power/70%  of  rated  flow  would  not  be 
exceeded  as  long  as  the  Vermont  Yankee 
TIP  noise  level  ratio  does  not  exceed 
0.05.  The  NRC  Staff’s  selection  of  allow¬ 
able  wear  at  the  reduced  power  and  flow 
rate  is  based  on  the  allowable  primary 
stress  criteria  of  the  ASME  Code,  Section 
ni.  However,  the  NRC  Staff’s  evaluation 
recognizes  that  wear  continues  even  at 
the  Licensee’s  proposed  limitations, 
though  slower  than  at  full  flow  and 
power,  and  therefore  agrees  with  the 
Licensee  that  the  plant  should  not  oper¬ 
ate  after  August  3,  1975.  The  proposed 
brief  period  of  operation  at  full.flow  and 
power  immediately  prior  to  shutdown  to 
obtain  baseline  data  is  acceptable  as 
inter  alia  the  NRC  Staff’s  evaluation 
concludes  that  little  wear  should  occur 
during  this  period.  ’The  NRC  Staff  con¬ 
cludes  that  the  facility  can  be  operated 
until  August  3,  1975  under  the  Licensee’s 


proposed  plan  without  endangering  the 
health  and  safety  of  the  public,  with  the 
limitation  that  the  Vermont  Yankee  TIP 
noise-to-signal  ratio  not  exceed  0.05  ex¬ 
cept  for  the  brief  allowable  full  flow  and 
power  period.  As  limited,  the  NRC  Staff 
believes  the  Licensee’s  plan  described 
above  is  appropriate  under  the  circum¬ 
stances  and  should  be  confirmed  by  NRC 
Order. 

III. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended,  and  the 
Commission’s  Rules  and  Regulations  in 
10  CFR  Parts  2  and  50.  IT  IS  ORDERED, 
’That,  Facility  Operating  License  No. 
DPR-28  is  hereby  amended  by  adding  the 
provisions  set  out  in  Appendix  A  hereto. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland  this  23rd 
day  of  July,  1975. 

Bernard  C.  Rusche, 

Director, 

Office  of  Nuclear  Reactor  Regulation. 
Appendix  A 

1.  The  Licensee  shall  place  the  Facility  in 
a  shutdown  condition  not  later  than  Au¬ 
gust  3.  1975  and  shall  not,  without  prior 
written  approval  of  the  Director,  OlBce  of 
Nuclear  Reactor  Operation,  return  the  facil¬ 
ity  to  operation  foUowing  the  shutdown. 

2.  Prior  to  the  shutdown,  the  Licensee  shall 
not  operate  the  Faculty  at  core  power  levels 
exceeding  80  percent  of  rated  power  or  core 
flow  rates  exceeding  70  ptercent  of  design  flow 
rate,  and  further  shall  place  the  'faculty  In  a 
shutdown  condition  If  the  traversing  Incore 
probe  (TIP)  noise  band  width-to-slgnal 
amplitude  ratio  exceeds  0.05,  except  that  the 
Licensee  may  operate  the  Faculty  up  to  full 
flow  and  power  for  a  brief  period  of  time 
Immediately  prior  to  the  shutdown  required 
by  paragraph  1  of  this  Appendix  A  as  Is  neces¬ 
sary  to  obtain  baseline  TIP  data  for  use  In 
connection  with  the  Inspection  during  shut¬ 
down  and  In  connection  with  future  opera¬ 
tion. 

3.  The  Licensee  shall,  during  power  opera¬ 
tion  with  flow  rates  equal  to  70  percent  of 
rated  flow  obtain  unaltered  TIP  traces  as 
specified  In  Section  VIII  of  the  Evaluation  of 
Channel  Box  Wear  dated  July  22,  1975,  such 
that  all  operable  TIP  positions  are  traversed 
every  seven  days. 

[FR  Doc.75-19826  Filed  7-30-75:8:45  am] 

NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  Nos.  STN  50-477  50-478] 

PUBLIC  SERVICE  ELECTRIC  AND  GAS  CO. 

(ATLANTIC  GENERATING  STATION 

UNITS  1  AND  2) 

Order  Resetting  Third  Prehearing 
Conference 

At  the  request  of  counsel  for  the  Ap¬ 
plicant  in  the  related  proceeding  of  Off¬ 
shore  Power  Systems  (Floating  Nuclear 
Power  Plants),  STN  50-437,  the  Third 
Prehearing  Conference  in  that  proceed¬ 
ing  has  been  continued  from  July  31, 1975 
until  August  13,  1975.  Since  the  Third 
Prehearing  Conference  in  this  proceed¬ 
ing  was  to  follow  immediately  after  the 
Third  Prehearing  Conference  in  Offshore 
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Power  Systems,  it  also  will  be  continued 
until  August  13,  1975. 

Accordingly,  please  take  notice  that  the 
Third  Prehearing  Conference  in  the 
above-identified  proceeding  is  hereby 
continued  from  July  31, 1975  until  August 
13,  1975.  This  prehearing  conference  will 
be  held  in  the  Atomic  Safety  and  Licens¬ 
ing  Board  Panel’s  hearing  room,  12th 
Floor,  Landow  Building,  7910  Woodmont 
Avenue,  Bethesda,  Maryland,  and  will 
begin  immediately  following  the  conclu¬ 
sion  of  the  Third  Prehearing  Conference 
of  the  Offshore  Power  Systems  case. 

The  purpose  of  this  Third  Prehearing 
Conference  is  to  determine  the  status  of 
the  proceeding  and  to  hear  oral  argu¬ 
ment  on  all  pending  motions. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland  this  25th 
day  of  July  1975. 

By  order  of  the  Atomic  Safety  and  Li¬ 
censing  Board. 

Daniel  M.  Head, 

Chairman. 

[FR  Doc.76-19825  Piled  7-30-76:8:46  am] 

OFHCE  OF  MANAGEMENT  AND 
BUDGET 

ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON  GNP  DATA 
IMPROVEMENT 

Public  Meeting 

Pursusmt  to  Public  Law  92-463,  notice 
Is  hereby  given  of  a  meeting  of  the  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  on  GNP  Data  Improve¬ 
ment  to  be  held  in  Room  10103,  New  Ex¬ 
ecutive  OfiQce  Building,  726  Jackson 
Place,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  on 
Wednesday,  September  24,  1975  at  9:45 
a.m. 

The  purpose  of  the  meeting  is  to  com¬ 
ment  on  additional  draft  chapters  of  the 
final  report. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  public  ob¬ 
servation  and  participation.  Anyone 
wishing  to  participate  should  contact  the 
GNP  Data  Improvement  Project,  Statis¬ 
tical  Policy  Division,  Room  10222,  New 
Executive  OfiBce  Building,  Washington, 
D.C.  20503,  telephone  (202)  395-6173. 

,  Velma  N.  Baldwin, 

'  Assistant  to  the  Director 

for  Administration, 
f  (FR  Doc.76-19910  Piled  7-30-76:8:45  am] 

SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 

[Ucense  No.  02/02-0263] 

FIRST  OF  ORANGE  COUNTY  CORP. 

Notice  of  Surrender  of  License 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  First  of 
Orange  Coimty  Corporation  (First),  111 
Prospect  Street,  Stamford,  Connecticut 
06901,  Incorporated  under  the  laws  of  the 
State  of  New  York  on  November  27,  1964, 
has  suTTKidered  its  License  No.  02/02- 
0263,  Issued  by  the  Small  Business  Ad¬ 
ministration  (SBA)  on  August  27, 1965. 

First  has  complied  with  all  conditions 
set  forth  by  SBA  for  the  surrender  of  its 
license.  Therefore,  imder  the  authority 


vested  by  the  Small  Business  Investment 
Act  of  1958,  as  amended,  and  pursuant  to 
the  Regulations  promulgated  thereunder, 
the  surrender  of  the  license  of  First  is 
hereby  accepted  and  it  is  no  longer 
licensed  to  operate  as  a  small  business  in¬ 
vestment  company. 

Dated:  July  22, 1975. 

James  Thomas  Phelan, 
Deputy  Associate 
Administrator  for  Investment. 

[FR  Doc.75-19863  Piled  7-30-76:8:45  am] 


[License  No.  02/02-5291] 

FORUM  EQUITY  CORP. 

Notice  of  License  Surrender 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Forum 
Equity  Corporation,  214  Mercer  Street, 
New  York,  New  York  10012,  has  surren¬ 
dered  its  license  to  operate  as  a  small 
business  investment  company  under  sec¬ 
tion  301(d)  of  the  Small  Business  Invest¬ 
ment  Act  of  1958,  as  amended  (the  Act) . 

Forum  was  licensed  by  the  Small  Busi¬ 
ness  Administration  on  March  27,  1972. 

Under  the  authority  vested  by  the  Act 
and  pursuant  to  13  CFR  107.105  (1975), 
the  surrender  of  Forum’s  license  is  hereby 
approved.  Accordingly,  all  rights,  priv¬ 
ileges  and  franchises  derived  from  the 
license  are  hereby  terminated. 

Dated:  July  22, 1975. 

James  Thomas  Phelan, 
Deputy  Associate 
Administrator  for  Investment. 

[PR  Doc.75-19862  Piled  7-30-76:8:46  am] 


H  &  T  CAPITAL  CORP. 

Issuance  of  Small  Business  Investment 
Company  License 

On  February  28,  1975,  a  notice  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (40  FR 
8608)  stating  that  an  application  had 
been  filed  by  H  &  T  Capital  Corporation, 
Suite  C,  4750  Selma  Highway,  Montgom¬ 
ery,  Alabama  36105  with  the  Small  Busi¬ 
ness  Administration  (SBA),  pursuant  to 
§  107.102  of  the  Regulations  governing 
small  business  investment  companies  (13 
CFR  107.102  (1975))  for  a  license  as  a 
small  business  investment  company 
(SBIC) . 

Interested  parties  were  given  imtil  the 
close  of  business  March  17,  1975,  to  sub¬ 
mit  their  comments  to  SBA.  No  com¬ 
ments  were  received. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  Section  301(c)  of  the  Small  Business 
Investment  Act  of  1958,  as  amended, 
after  having  considered  the  application 
and  all  other  pertinent  information,  SBA 
issued  license  No.  04/04-0116  to  H  &  T 
(Capital  Corporation  to  operate  as  an 
SBIC. 

Dated:  July  23, 1975. 

James  Thomas  Phelan, 
Deputy  Associate 
Administrator  for  Investment. 

[PR  Doc.76-19854  Filed  7-30-75;8;46  am] 


[Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  #1160] 

Declaration  of  Disaster  Area 
MINNESOTA 

As  a  result  of  the  President’s  decla¬ 
ration  I  find  that  Beltrami,  day,  Itasca, 
Kittson,  Marshall,  Norman,  Pennington, 
Polk,  Roseau,  Wilkin  and  adjacent  coun¬ 
ties  within  the  State  of  Minnesota,  and 
the  Townships  of  Atlanta,  Spring  Creek 
and  Wallworth  in  Becker  County,  Minne¬ 
sota,  constitute  a  disaster  area  because 
of  damage  resulting  from  severe  storms, 
tornadoes  and  flooding  beginning  about 
June  28,  1975.  Eligible  persons,  firms  and 
organizations  may  file  applications  for 
loans  for  physical  damage  ufitil  the  close 
of  business  on  September  15,  1975,  and 
for  economic  injury  until  the  close  of 
business  on  April  19,  1976,  at: 

Small  Business  Administration,  District  Of¬ 
fice,  Plymouth  Building,  Room  630,  12 

South  Sixth  Street,  Minneapolis,  Minne¬ 
sota  66402. 

or  other  locally  announced  locations. 

Dated:  July  21,  1975. 

’Thomas  S.  Kleppe, 
Administrator. 

(PR  Doc.76-19851  Piled  7-30-76:8:45  am] 

LEGAL  SERVICES  CORPORATION 

COMMITTEE  ON  BY-LAWS  AND 
REGULATIONS 

Meeting 

The  first  meeting  of  the  Committee  on 
By-laws  and  Regulations  of  the  Board  of 
drectors  of  the  Legal  Services  Corpora¬ 
tion  will  be  held  on  Sunday,  August  3, 
1975  in  the  District  Room  (Second  Floor) 
of  the  Mayflower  Hotel,  1127  Connecticut 
Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  The 
meeting  will  begin  at  3  p.m.  and  will  be 
for  the  purpose  of  considering  and  rec¬ 
ommending  proposed  by-laws  to  the 
Board  of  the  Corporation  and  reviewing 
subjects  on  which  regulations  need  to  be 
issued  during  the  transition  period. 

Dated:  July  29, 1975, 

Roger  C.  Cramton, 

Chairman. 

[FR  Doc.75-20143  Plied  7-30-76:8:45  am] 


COMMITTEE  ON  PRESIDENTIAL  SEARCH 
Meeting 

The  Committee  on  Presidential  Search 
of  the  Board  of  Directors  of  the  Legal 
Services  Corporation  will  meet  on  Tues¬ 
day,  August  5,  1975.  This  meeting  will 
follow  the  meeting  of  the  Board  of  Di¬ 
rectors  of  the  Corpioration  which  will  be 
in  conference  room  B  behind  the  Depart¬ 
mental  Auditorium.  The  Auditorium  is 
between  Twelfth  and  Fourteenth  Streets 
on  Constitution  Avenue,  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.,  and  is  directly  across  from  the 
Museum  of  History  and  Technology. 

Dated:  July  29,  1975. 

Roger  C.  Cramton, 
Chairman. 
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Legal  Services  Corporatiow 

OFFICE  OF  PRESIDENT 

The  Board  of  Directors  of  The  Legal 
Services  Corporation  (created  by  the 
Legal  Services  Corporation  Act  of  1974, 
Pub.  L.  93-355,  93rd  Congress,  H.R.  7824, 
July  25,  1974)  invites  nominations  and 
applications  for  the  position  of  President 
of  the  Corporation,  the  President  to  serve 
as  the  chief  operating  oflScer  of  the  Cor¬ 
poration.  Pursuant  to  the  Act  the  Presi¬ 
dent  must  be  a  member  of  the  bar  of  the 
highest  court  of  a  State. 

Nominations  and  applications  for  this 
position,  accompani^  by  resumes  (as 
well  as  inquiries  concerning  any  addi¬ 
tional  Information  desired),  should  be 
directed  to  The  Legal  Services  Corpora¬ 
tion,  attention  Presidential  Search  (Com¬ 
mittee,  1725  K  Street  NW.,  Room  412, 
Washington,  D.C.  20006. 

An  Equal  Opportunity /Affirmative  Ac¬ 
tion  Employer. 

[PR  Doc.76-20144  Piled  7-30-76;  10:64  am] 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

INotico  No.  60] 

MOTOR  CARRIER,  BROKER,  WATER  CAR¬ 
RIER  AND  FREIGHT  FORWARDER  AP¬ 
PLICATIONS 

July  25,  1975. 

The  following  applications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  Special  Rule  1100  247  *  of  the 
Commission’s  general  rules  of  practice 
(49  CFR,  as  amended),  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  issue  of  April  20,  1966, 
effective  May  20,  1966.  These  rules  pro¬ 
vide,  among  other  things,  that  a  protest 
to  the  granting  of  an  apiplication  must  be 
filed  with  the  Commission  within  30  days 
after  date  of  notice  of  filing  of  the  appli¬ 
cation  is  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister.  Failure  seasonably  to  file  a  protest 
will  be  construed  as  a  waiver  of  opposi¬ 
tion  and  participation  in  the  proceeding. 
A  protest  under  these  rules  should  com¬ 
ply  with  section  247(d)(3)  of  the  rules 
of  practice  which  requires  that  it  set 
for^  spjecifically  the  grounds  upon  which 
It  is  made,  contain  a  detailed  statement 
of  Protestant’s  interest  in  the  proceeding 
(including  a  copy  of  the  specific  portions 
of  its  authority  which  protestant  believes 
to  be  in  conflict  with  that  sought  in  the 
application,  and  describing  in  detail  the 
method — whether  by  joinder,  interline, 
or  other  means — by  which  protestant 
would  use  such  authority  to  provide  all 
or  p>art  of  the  service  proposed),  and 
shall  specify  with  particularity  the  facts, 
matters,  and  things  relied  upxin,  but  shall 
not  include  issues  or  allegations  phrased 
generally.  Protests  not  in  reasonable 
compliance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
rules  may  be  rejected.  The  original  and 
one  (1)  copy  of  the  protest  shall  be  filed 
with  the  Commission,  and  a  copy  shall 
be  served  concurrently  upon  applicant’s 
representative,  or  applicant  if  no  repre¬ 
sentative  is  named.  If  the  protest  in¬ 
cludes  a  request  for  oral  hearing,  such 
requests  shall  meet  the  requirements  of 
section  247(d)  (4)  of  the  special  rules. 


and  shall  include  the  certification  re¬ 
quired  therein. 

Section  247(f)  of  the  CJommission’s 
rules  of  practice  further  provides  that 
each  applicant  shall,  if  protests  to  its  ap¬ 
plication  have  been  fil^,  and  on  or  be¬ 
fore  September  29,  1975,  and  notify  the 
Commission  in  writing  (1)  that  it  is 
ready  to  proceed  and  prosecute  the  ap¬ 
plication,  or  (2)  that  it  wishes  to  with¬ 
draw  the  application,  failure  In  which 
the  application  will  be  dismissed  by  the 
Commission. 

P\irther  processing  steps  (whether 
modified  procedure,  oral  hearing,  or 
other  procedures)  will  be  determined 
generally  in  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  general  policy  statement  con¬ 
cerning  motor  carrier  licensing  pro¬ 
cedures,  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  issue  of  May  3,  1966.  ’This  assign¬ 
ment  will  be  by  Commission  order  which 
will  be  served  on  each  party  of  record. 
Broadening  amendments  will  not  be  ac¬ 
cepted  after  the  date  of  this  publication 
except  for  good  cause  shown,  and  restric¬ 
tive  amendments  will  not  be  entertained 
following  publication  in  the  “Federal 
Register’’  of  a  notice  that  the  proceeding 
has  been  assigned  for  oral  hearing. 

Evidence  respecting  how  equipment  is 
expected  to  be  returned  to  an  origin 
point,  as  well  as  other  data  relating  to 
operational  feasibility  (including  the 
need  for  dead -head  operations) ,  must  be 
presented  as  part  of  an  applicant’s  initial 
evidentiary  presentation  (either  at  oral 
hearing  or  in  its  opening  verified  state¬ 
ment  under  the  modified  procedure)  with 
respect  to  all  applications  filed  on  or  after 
December  1,  1973. 

If  an  applicant  states  in  its  Initial 
evidentiary  presentation  that  empty  or 
partially  empty  vehicle  movements  will 
result  upon  a  grant  of  Its  application, 
applicant  will  be  expected  (1)  to  specify 
the  extent  of  such  empty  operations,  by 
mileages  and  the  number  of  vehicles,  that 
would  be  incurred,  and  (2)  to  designate 
where  such  empty  vehicle  operations  will 
be  conducted. 

Each  applicant  (except  as  otherwise 
specifically  noted)  states  that  there  will 
be  no  significant  effect  on  the  quality  of 
the  human  environment  resulting  from 
approval  of  its  application. 

No.  MC  550  (Sub-No.  7),  filed  June  27, 
1975.  Applicant:  RUDIE  WILHELM 
WAREHOUSE  CO.,  doing  business  as 
WILHELM  TRUCKING  CO.,  3250  NW 
St.  Helens  Rd.,  Portland,  Oregon  97210. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Norman  E. 
Sutherland,  1200  Jackson  Tower,  Port¬ 
land,  Oreg.  97205.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Nuclear  reactor  components  requir¬ 
ing  special  trailer  with  rotating  support 
fixtures  for  height  adjustment,  from  the 
plant  site  and  facilities  of  Bingham- Wil¬ 
lamette  Company,  a  division  of  Guy  F. 
Arkinson  Company,  located  at  Portland, 
Oreg.,  to  points  in  the  United  States  (ex¬ 
cept  Hawaii). 


>  Copies  of  Special  Rule  247  (as  amended) 
can  be  obtained  by  writing  to  the  Secretary. 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D  C.  20423. 


Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necesst-ry, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Portland, 
Oreg. 

No.  MC  1239  (Sub-No.  5),  filed  June 
30,  1975.  Applicant:  PONY  TRUCKING. 
INC.,  501  State  Route  7,  Steubenville. 
Ohio  43952.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Maxwell  A.  Howell,  1100  Investment 
Bldg.,  Washington,  D.C.  20005.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Crushed  automo¬ 
biles  and  automobile  parts,  between 
points  in  Pennsylvania  on  and  east  of 
Adams,  Chunberland,  Juniata,  Lycoming, 
Perry,  Snyder,  Tioga,  and  Union  Coun¬ 
ties,  Pa.,  on  the  one  hand,  and.  on  the 
other,  the  New  York,  N.Y.,  Commercial 
Zone,  Newark,  N.J.,  and  Cleveland,  Ohio, 
imder  a  continuing  contract  or  contracts 
with  Graver  Service  Corporation. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  or  Pittsburgh,  Pa. 

No.  MC  6741  (Sub-No.  6),  filed  June 
27, 1975.  Applicant:  F.  S.  WILLEY  COM¬ 
PANY,  INC.,  28  Center  Street,  Laconia, 
N.H.  03246.  Applicant’s  representative: 
EYank  J.  Weiner,  15  Court  Square,  Bos¬ 
ton,  Mass.  02108.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  regular  routes,  transporting: 
General  commodities  (except  those  of 
unusual  value,  and  except  dangerous  ex¬ 
plosives,  household  goods  as  defined  in 
Practices  of  Motor  Common  Carriers  of 
Household  Goods,  17  M.C.C.  467,  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk,  commodities  requiring 
special  equipment) ,  serving  Avon,  Brain¬ 
tree,  Brockton,  Canton,  Framingham, 
Holbrook,  Marlboro,  Milford,  Seekonk, 
Shrewsbury,  Southboro,  South  Easton, 
Whitman,  and  Worcester,  Mass.,  as  an 
off -route  points  in  connection  with  car¬ 
rier’s  authorized  regrular-routes  in  Mas¬ 
sachusetts,  New  Hampshire,  and  Ver¬ 
mont,  restricted  to  trafflc  Interchanged 
with  motor  common  carriers. 

Note. — if  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Boston,  Mass.,  or  Concord,  N.H. 

No.  MC  13235  (Sub-No.  22),  filed 
June  30,  1975.  Applicant:  CENTRALIA 
CARTAGE  CO.,  a  Corporation,  650  W. 
Noleman  Street,  Centralia,  HI.  62802. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Jerry  Evers- 
gerd  (same  address  as  applicant).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties  (except  those  of  unusual  value. 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods,  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requir¬ 
ing  special  equipment),  serving  Santa 
Claus,  Ind.  as  an  off-route  point  in  con¬ 
nection  with  applicant’s  regular  route 
from  and  to  Evansville,  Ind. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
EvansvUle,  Ind.,  or  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

No.  MC  11727  (Sub-No.  6),  filed 
June  30,  1975.  Applicant:  JAMES  H. 
RUSSELL,  INC.,  3  Rocky  Hill  Road, 
Smlthfield,  R.I.  02917.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Francis  E.  Barrett,  Jr.,  10 
Industrial  Park  Road,  Hingham,  Mass. 
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02043.  AuUiority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Bottles 
and  accessories  therefor,  (1)  from  Cliff- 
wood,  N.J.,  to  Merrimack,  N.H.,  and  (2) 
from  Cartaret  and  Jersey  City,  N.J.,  to 
Nashua  and  Merrimack,  NJL 

Note. — It  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Provi¬ 
dence,  R  J.,  or  Boston,  Mass. 

No.  MC  30605  (Sub-No.  158),  filed 
June  30,  1975.  AppUcant:  THE  SANTA 
FE  TRAIL  TRANSPORTATION  COM¬ 
PANY,  a  Corporation,  433  East  Water¬ 
man,  Wichita,  Kans,  67202.  Applicant’s 
representative:  L.  D.  McFadden  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Brass,  bronze,  or  copper  wire  and 
cable,  and  material,  equipment,  and  sup¬ 
plies,  used  in  the  manufacture  and  dis¬ 
tribution  thereof,  between  the  plantsite 
of  Elssex  International,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
Holsington,  Kans.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Arkansas,  Ari¬ 
zona,  California,  Colorado,  Illinois,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Nebraska,  New  Mexico,  Oklahoma, 
and  Texas. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  Wichita,  Kans.,  or 
Kansas  City,  Mo. 

No.  MC  31389  (Sub-No.  202),  filed 
June  30,  1975.  Applicant:  McLEAN 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  617  Waugh- 
town  Street,  Winston-Salem,  N.C.  27102. 
Applicant’s  representative:  David  F. 
Eshelman,  P.O.  Box  213,  Winston-Salem, 
N.C.  27102.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  regular  routes,  transporting:  Gen¬ 
eral  commodities  (except  those  of  un- 
tisual  value.  Classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and  those 
requiring  special  equipment) ,  serving 
McDonough,  Ga.,  as  an  off-route  point 
in  conjimction  with  applicant’s  regular 
route  operation  to  and  from  Atlanta,  Ga. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  heating  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Atlanta, 
Oa.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  35320  (Sub-No.  147),  filed 
July  7,  1975.  Applicant:  T.I.M.E.-DC, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  2550,  Lubbock,  Tex. 
79408.  Applicant’s  representative:  Ken¬ 
neth  G.  Thomas  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant)  .  Authority  sought  to  operate  sis  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
reqular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities  (except  Classes  A  and  B  ex¬ 
plosives)  ,  serving  toe  plantsite  and  facil¬ 
ities  of  Essex  Intemationsd,  Inc.,  located 
at  or  near  Holsington,  Ksms.,  sis  sin  off 
route  point  in  connection  with  appli¬ 
cant’s  authorized  regular  route  opera¬ 
tions. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Kansas  City,  Mo., 
or  Oklahmna  City.  Okla. 

No.  MC  39751  (Sub-No.  1),  filed 
July  3,  1975.  Applicsmt:  FLOYD 

SCHLICKMAN,  JR.,  doing  business  as 


CITY  CARTAGE,  1341  Marinoff  Drive, 
Beloit,  Wis.  53511.  Applicant’s  represen t- 
\tive:  Robert  M.  Ksiske,  2017  Wisteria 
Kd.,  Rockford,  HI.  61107.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  sis  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
trsmsportlng:  General  commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  commodities  in  bulk,  commodities  of 
unususil  vsdue,  classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives)  ,  between  points  in  Beloit,  Wis.,  said 
its  commercial  zone. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Ls  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  does  not  specify  location. 

No.  MC  43963  (Sub-No.  10),  filed 
July  1,  1975.  Applicant:  CHIEF  TRUCK 
LINES,  INC.,  1479  Ripley  Street.  East 
Gary,  Ind.  46405.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  James  C.  Hardman,  33  North  La¬ 
Salle  Street,  Chicago,  HI.  60602.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Iron  and  steel 
articles,  from  toe  site  and  storage  facili¬ 
ties  of  North  Star  Steel  Company,  lo¬ 
cated  at  or  near  Wilton,  Iowa,  to  points 
in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Minnesota,  and  Wis¬ 
consin;  and  (2)  materials,  equipment  and 
supplies  used  in  toe  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  iron  and  steel  articles, 
from  points  in  the  states  named  in  (1) 
above,  to  toe  plant  site  and  storage  facil¬ 
ities  of  North  Star  Steel  Comi>any,  re¬ 
stricted  to  traffic  originating  at  and  des¬ 
tined  to  the  above  named  points. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  nece.ssary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  St.  Paul, 
Miiui. 

No.  MC  44735  (Sub-No.  23).  filed 
June  30.  1975.  Applicant:  KISSICK 
’TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  7101  East  12to 
Street,  Elansas  City,  Mo.  64126.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  John  E.  Jand^, 
641  Harrison  Street.  Topeka,  Kans. 
66603.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Iron 
and  steel  articles,  from  toe  plant  site 
and/or  storage  facilities  of  North  Star 
Steel  Company,  located  at  or  near  Wil¬ 
ton,  Iowa  to  points  in  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Kansas,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  Texas,  and 
Wisconsin;  and  (2)  materials,  equipment 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture 
and  distribution  of  iron  and  steel  articles, 
from  points  named  in  Part  (1)  above,  to 
the  plant  site  and  storage  facilities  of 
Norto  Star  Steel  Company,  located  at  or 
near  Wilton,  Iowa,  restricted  to  traffic 
originating  at  and  destined  to  the  above 
named  points. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  St.  Paul, 
Minn. 

No.  MC  51146  (Sub-No.  435),  filed 
June  30,  1975.  Applicant:  SCHNEIDER 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  2661  South  Broad¬ 
way,  P.O,  Box  2298,  Green  Bay,  Wis. 
54304.  Applicant’s  representative:  Neil  A. 
DuJardin  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Such  mer¬ 
chandise  as  is  dealt  in  by  discount  and 
variety  stores  (except  foodstuffs,  furni¬ 
ture.  and  commodities  in  bulk) ,  and  (2) 
foodstuffs  (except  in  bulk),  and  furni¬ 


ture,  in  mixed  loads  with  toe  commodi¬ 
ties  in  (1)  above,  from  toe  facilities  of 
S.  S.  Kresge  Company,  located  at  or  near 
Savannah,  Ga.,  and  points  in  its  com- 
m^cial  zone,  to  points  in  Kansas,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Iowa,  Nebraska,  Illinois,  Indiana, 
CMiio,  and  Michigan,  restricted  to  traffic 
originating  at  and  destined  to  toe  de¬ 
scribed  facilities  of  S.  S.  Kresge  Company 
and  further  restricted  to  service  to  be 
performed  under  a  continuing  contract 
or  contracts  with  S.  S.  Kresge  Company. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  51146  (Sub-No.  436),  filed 
June  30.  1975.  Applicant:  SCHNEIDER 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  2661  South  Broad¬ 
way,  Green  Bay,  Wis.  54304.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Nell  A.  DuJardin.  P.O. 
Box  2298,  Green  Bay.  Wis.  54306.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Such  merchan¬ 
dise  as  is  dealt  in  by  department  stores 
(except  foodstuffs,  furniture,  and  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk),  (2)  foodstuffs  (except 
in  bulk)  and  furniture,  in  mixed  loads 
with  toe  commodities  in  (1)  above,  from 
points  in  Maine,  New  Hampshire,  and 
Vermont,  to  toe  facilities  of  toe  J.  L. 
Hudson  Company  located  at  Grand 
Rapids,  Ann  Arbor,  Flint,  Pontiac  and 
Detroit,  Mich.;  and  Toledo,  Ohio,  and 
(3)  returned  and  rejected  shipments  of 
toe  commodities  described  in  (1)  and 
(2)  above,  from  toe  facilities  of  toe  J.  L. 
Hudson  Company  located  at  Grand 
Rapids,  Ann  Arbor,  Flint,  Pontiac,  and 
Detroit,  Mich.;  and  Toledo,  Ohio,  to  toe 
origin  states  named  above,  restricted  to 
toe  transportation  of  traffic  originating 
at  toe  above  named  origins  and  destined 
to  toe  above-named  destinations. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  56082  (Sub-No.  67)  (Amend¬ 
ment).  filed  May  12,  1975,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  issue  of  June  12, 
1975,  and  republished  as  amended  this 
issue.  Applicant:  DAVIS  &  RANDALL, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  390,  Fredonia,  N.Y.  14063. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Herbert  M. 
Canter,  315  Seitz  Building.  201  E.  Jef¬ 
ferson  3t.,  Syracuse,  N.Y.  13202.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Malt  beverages 
(beer)  and  related  advertising  materials, 
from  South  Volney,  N.Y.,  to  points  in 
Maryland,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  Ohio, 
and  Pennsylvania:  and  (2)  materials, 
supplies  and  equipment  used  in  toe 
manufacture,  sale  and  distribution  of 
malt  beverages.  Including  empty  contain¬ 
ers  and  returned  malt  beverages,  from 
points  in  Maryland,  New  Jersey.  New 
York,  Ohio,  and  Pennsylvania,  to  South 
Volney,  N.Y. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
The  purpose  of  this  republlcation  Is  to  In¬ 
clude  the  destination  point  In  part  (2)  which 
was  Inadverteutly  omitted  In  the  previous 
publication.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at 
Syracuse,  N.Y.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 
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No.  MC  56967  (Sub-No.  4) ,  filed  July  9, 
1975.  Applicant:  OLENN-DOR  PROD- 
UCTTS  CORP.,  P.O.  Drawer  J,  South 
Fallsburg,  N.Y.  12779.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Norman  M.  Pinsky,  345  South 
Warren  Street,  Syracuse,  N.Y.  13202.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Dairy  products 
and  agricultural  commodities,  otherwise 
exempt  irom  regulation  under  Section 
203(b)  of  the  Act,  when  moving  in  m*'  ed 
shipments  with  dairy  products,  from 
Friendship,  N.Y.,  to  New  York,  N.Y.,  and 
points  in  New  Jersey;  and  (2)  paper 
articles,  as  described  in  61  M.C.C.  290, 
291  Appendix  XI  (boxes,  cartons,  egg 
cases,  and  trays),  from  New  York,  N.Y., 
and  points  in  New  Jersey,  to  Friendship, 
N.Y. 

Nora. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
New  York  or  Syracuse,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  61403  (Sub-No.  234),  filed 
June  23,  1975.  Applicant:  THE  MASON 
AND  DIXON  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  High¬ 
way  11-W.,  Kingspiort,  Tenn.  37662.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  W.  C.  Mitchell, 
Suite  1201,  370  Lexington  Ave.,  New  York, 
N.Y.  10017.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting : 
Chemicals  in  bulk,  from  the  facilities  of 
Nalco  Chemical  Company,  at  or  near 
Qaryville,  La.,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  points  in  Alaska,  Con¬ 
necticut,  Delaware,  Hawaii,  Maine, 
Maryland,  Massachusetts,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  North 
Carolina,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island, 
Vermont,  Virginia.  West  Virginia,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia) ;  points  in 
Kentucky  on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway 
421  from  the  Kentucky-Virginia  State 
line  to  the  junction  of  Kentucky  State 
Highway  11,  thence  north  on  Kentucky 
State  Highway  11  to  the  Kentucky -Ohio 
State  line;  points  in  Michigan  on  and 
east  of  U.S.  Highway  127  north  from 
Mlchlgan-Indiana  State  line  to  Lansing, 
thence  U.S.  Highway  27  to  junction  of 
Interstate  Highway  75.  thence  Interstate 
Highway  75  to  the  U.S.  Canadian  Border; 
points  in  Ohio  on  and  east  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  68  north  from  Ripley  to  Findlay, 
thence  Interstate  Highway  75  to  the 
Ohlo-Michigan  State  line,  and  points  in 
Tennessee  on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway 
25E  from  the  Tennessee-Virginia  State 
line  south  to  Newport,  thence  U.S.  High¬ 
way  25  to  the  Tennessee -North  Carolina 
State  line. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C.,  or 
Chicago,  III. 

No.  MC  63792  (Sub-No.  26),  filed 
June  24,  1975.  Applicant:  TOM  HICKS 
TRANSFER  COMPANY,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
16006,  Houston,  Tex.  77022.  Applicant’s 
representative:  C.  W.  Ferebee  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Iron  and  steel  articles,  from  the 
plantsite  and  storage  facilities  of  Oeorge- 
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town  Texas  Steel  Corp.,  at  or  near 
Orange  Coimty,  Tex.,  to  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama,  Georgia,  Florida,  Mississippi, 
Tennessee,  and  Arkansas. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Beau¬ 
mont,  or  Houston,  Tex. 

No.  MC  69901  (Sub-No.  31),  filed 
June  26,  1975.  Applicant:  COURIER- 
NEWSOM  EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
270,  Columbus,  Ind.  47201.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Carl  L.  Steiner,  39  South 
La  Salle  Street,  Chicago,  HI.  60603.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties  (except  those  of  unusual  value. 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment),  (1)  Between  Howe, 
Ind.,  and  Elkhart,  Ind.,  serving  Elkhart, 
Ind.,  for  the  purpose  of  joinder  only; 
From  Howe,  Ind.,  over  Indiana  High¬ 
way  120  to  Elkhart,  Ind.,  and  return  over 
the  same  route;  (2)  Between  Topeka, 
Ind.,  and  Elkhart,  Ind.,  serving  Elkhart 
for  the  pmpose  of  joinder  only;  From 
Topeka,  Ind.,  over  County  Road  to  junc¬ 
tion  Indiana  Highway  5,  thence  over  In¬ 
diana  Highway  5  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  20,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  20  to 
Elkhart,  Ind.,  and  return  over  the  same 
route;  (3)  Between  Howe,  Ind.,  and 
Cleveland,  Ohio,  serving  Toledo,  Ohio,  as 
an  intermediate  point  and  serving  San¬ 
dusky,  Lorain,  and  Avon  Lake,  Ohio,  as 
off-route  points;  From  Howe,  Ind.,  over 
Indiana  Highway  5  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  20.  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  20 
to  CHeveland,  Ohio,  and  return  over  the 
same  route;  and  (4)  Between  Topeka, 
Ind.,  and  Cleveland,  Ohio,  serving  Toledo, 
Ohio,  as  an  intermediate  point,  and  serv¬ 
ing  Sandusky,  Lorain,  and  Avon  Lake, 
Ohio,  as  off-route  points;  From  Topeka, 
Ind.,  over  Coimty  Road  to  junction  Indi¬ 
ana  Highway  5,  thence  over  Indiana 
Highway  5  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  20, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  20  to  Cleve¬ 
land,  Ohio,  and  return  over  the  same 
route. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  neoe-s-sary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Indian¬ 
apolis,  Ind 

No.  MC  73688  (Sub-No.  66),  filed 
July  3,  1975.  Applicant:  SOUTHERN 
TRUCKING  CORPORATION.  1500 
Orenda  Avenue,  P.O.  Box  7182,  Memphis, 
Tenn.  38107.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Robert  E.  Tate,  P.O.  Box  517,  Evergreen, 
Ala.  36401.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  In¬ 
cinerators,  dust  control  systems,  blow 
pipe  systems  and  accessories,  from  the 
plant  sites  of  Allstate  Fabricating  Com¬ 
pany  located  at  or  near  Eads,  Tenn.,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  in  and  east  of 
North  Dakota,  South  Dakota.  Nebraska, 
Kansas.  Oklahoma,  and  Texas. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Memphis, 
or  Nashville,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  76032  (Sub-No.  311),  filed 
July  7,  1975.  Applicant:  NAVAJO 
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FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  1205  South 
Platte  River  Drive,  Denver,  Colo.  80223. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Eldcm  E. 
Bresee  (same  address  as  applicant) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
routes,  transporting;  General  commodi¬ 
ties  (except  those  of  unusual  value, 
(Hasses  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment) ,  serving  the  plantsite 
and  other  facilities  of  Minnesota  Mining 
and  Manufacturing  Company  located  at 
or  near  Knoxville,  Iowa,  as  an  off-route 
iKiint  in  connection  with  applicant’s  au¬ 
thorized  regular  route  operations. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Denver, 
Colo.,  or  Des  Moines,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  80430  (Sub-No.  157) ,  filed  July 
8.  1975.  Applicant;  GATEWAY  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  CO.,  INC.,  455  Park  Plaza 
Drive,  La  Crosse,  Wls.  54601.  Applicant’s 
representative:  F.  Neil  Ashchemeyer 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,, 
transporting:  General  commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  those  of  unusual  value.  Classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  commodities  in 
bulk,  and  those  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment),  serving  the  plantsite  and  facil¬ 
ities  of  Western  Electric  Company  lo¬ 
cated  at  the  junction  of  New  York  High¬ 
way  422  and  Maple  Street,  Elma  Town¬ 
ship,  Erie  County,  N.Y.,  as  an  off-route 
point  in  connection  with  applicant’s  au¬ 
thorized  regular  route  operations  to, 
from  and  through  Buffalo,  N.Y. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Buffalo, 
N.Y.,  Chicago,  m.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  100666  (Sub-No.  301),  filed 
July  1,  1975.  Applicant:  MELTON 

TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  1129  Grimmkt 
Drive,  P.O.  Box  7666,  Shreveport,  La. 
71107.  Applicant’s  representative:  Wil¬ 
burn  L.  Williamson,  280  National  Foun¬ 
dation  Life  Bldg.,  3535  NW.  58th,  Okla¬ 
homa  City,  Okla.  73112.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Lumber,  from  Nashville,  HI.,  to 
points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Colorado, 
Florida.  Georgia,  Kansas,  Louisiana. 
Mississippi,  Missouri,  New  Mexico,  Okla¬ 
homa,  Tennessee,  and  Texas. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  3t.  Louis, 
Mo. 

No.  MC  103602  (Sub-No.  10).  filed 
June  30,  1975.  Applicant;  SKJONSBY 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  48  North  23rd 
Street,  Fargo,  N,  Dak.  58102.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Alan  Foss,  502  Rrst  Na¬ 
tional  Bank  Bldg.,  Fargo.  N.  Dak.  58102. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Commodities, 
the  transportation  of  which  because  of 
size  or  weight,  requires  the  use  of  special 
equipment  or  special  handling,  and  con- 
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tractor’s  equipment,  materials  and  sup¬ 
plies  (except  commodities  In  bulk) ;  (2) 
self-propelled  articles,  each  weighing 
15,0(>0  lbs,  or  more,  and  related  machin¬ 
ery,  tools,  parts  and  supplies  moving  in 
connection  therewith,  restricted  to  com¬ 
modities  which  are  transported  on  trail¬ 
ers:  (3)  tractors,  tractor  attachments 
and  tractor  parts  when  moving  with 
tractors;  and  (4)  agricultural  machinery 
and  equipment,  between  points  in  North 
Dakota,  cm  the  one  hand,  and.  on  the 
other,  points  in  Montana  and  Wyoming, 
restricted  to  traffic  originating  at  and 
destined  to  points  in  the  above-named 
states. 

Note. — a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Fargo, 
N.  Dak. 

No.  MC  104675  (Sub-No.  37) .  filed  June 
23,  1975.  Applicant:  FRONTIER  DELIV¬ 
ERY,  INC.,  620  Elk  Street,  Buffalo,  N.Y, 
14210.  Applicant’s  representative:  E. 
Russell  WUteman  (same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant)  .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Soda 
ash.  In  bulk.  In  tank  or  hopper  t3T)e  ve¬ 
hicles,  from  Solvay  (Syracuse),  N.Y.,  to 
Covington,  Va.;  and  (2)  returned  or  re¬ 
jected  shipments,  of  the  same  commod¬ 
ity,  from  Cotdngton,  Va.,  to  Solvay 
(Syracuse) ,  N.Y. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
It  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Buffalo,  N.Y.,  or  Wash- 
In^on,  D.C. 

No.  MC  105566  (Sub-No.  Ill),  filed 
June  30,  1975.  Applicant:  SAM  TANKS- 
LEY  TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1119, 
Cape  Girardeau,  Mo.  63701.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  F.  Kllroy,  P.O. 
Box  624,  Springfield,  Va.  22150.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Printed  matter,  from 
Corinth,  Miss.,  to  points  in  Arizona,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  Colorado,  Idaho,  Montana,  Ne¬ 
vada,  New  Mexico,  Oregon,  Utah,  Wash¬ 
ington,  and  Wyoming. 

Note. — If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  ^plicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
Chicago,  m.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  105566  (Sub-No.  112),  filed 
June  30.  1975.  AppUcant:  SAM  TANKS- 
LEY  TRUCKING.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1119, 
Cape  Girardeau, 'Mo.  63701.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  F.  Kilroy,  P.O. 
Box  624,  Springfield,  Va.  22150.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Printed  matter,  (a)  be¬ 
tween  Chicago,  ni.,  and  Corinth,  Miss.; 
and  (b)  between  Corinth,  Miss.,  and 
Dresden,  Tenn. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill., 
or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  105636  (Sub-No.  34).  filed 
July  8,  1975.  Applicant:  ARMELLINI 
EXPRESS  LINES,  INC.,  Oak  and  Brew¬ 
ster  Roads,  Vineland,  N.J.  08360.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Wilmer  B.  Hill,  805 
McLachlen  Bank  Bldg.,  666  Eleventh 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20001.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 


carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Containers  for  agri¬ 
cultural  products,  (1)  from  Cornwells 
Heights,  Pa.,  to  points  In  Florida,  Geor¬ 
gia,  Illinois,  Indiana.  Michigan,  North 
Carolina,  Ohio,  South  Carolina,  and  Vir¬ 
ginia;  and  (2)  from  Philadelphia,  Pa., 
to  points  in  Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Michigan,  North  Carolina,  Ohio,  South 
Carolina,  and  Virginia. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  106674  (Sub-No.  166),  filed 
June  30,  1975.  Applicant:  SCHILLI 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  123, 
R«nlngton,  Ind.  47977.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Jerry  L.  Johnson  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Feed  ingredients,  minerals,  ground 
ores,  fertilizer  ingredients  and  pigments, 
from  Roslclare  and  Springfield,  HI.,  and 
St.  Louis,  Mo.,  to  points  In  Alabama, 
Arkansas,  Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Iowa,  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Maryland, 
Michigan,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  Missis¬ 
sippi,  New  York,  North  Carolina,  Ohio, 
Pennsylvania,  South  Carolina,  Tennes¬ 
see,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  and  Wis¬ 
consin. 

Note. — If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago, 
m.,  or  Indianapolis,  Ind. 

No.  MC  107064  (Sub-No.  107),  filed 
June  30, 1975.  Applicant:  STEERE  TANK 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  2998,  2808  Pair- 
mount  St.,  Dallas,  Tex.  75221.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Hugh  T.  Matthwes,  630 
Fidelity  Union  Tower,  Dallas,  Tex.  75201. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Petroleum  prod¬ 
ucts,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points 
in  that  part  of  Texas  in  and  west  of 
Lipscomb,  Hemphill,  Wheeler,  CJollIngs- 
worth,  Childress,  Cottle,  King,  Stonewall, 
Fisher,  and  Nolan  Counties,  Tex.,  and 
those  points  in  and  north  of  Andrews, 
Martin,  Howard,  and  Mitchell  Counties, 
Tex.,  to  points  in  Arizona,  and  Colorado. 

Note. — It  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessarj', 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Dallas, 
Tex. 

No.  MC  107295  (Sub-No.  770),  filed 
Jime  30,  1975.  Apcdicant:  PRE-FAB 
TRANSIT  CO.,  100  South  Main  Street, 
Farmer  (Tity,  HI.  61842.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Mack  Stephenson,  42  Fox 
Mill  Lane,  Springfield,  HI.  62707.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Panels,  and  mate¬ 
rials,  equipment  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of  panels 
(except  in  bulk),  between  the  plantsite 
and  warehouse  facilities  of  Cor  Tec,  Inc., 
located  at  Washington  Court  House, 
Ohio,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii). 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Colum¬ 
bus,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  108676  (Sub-No.  79),  filed 
June  30,  1975.  Applicant:  A.  J.  METLEIR 


HAULING  AND  RIGGING,  INC.,  117 
Chlcamauga  Ave.,  Elnoxville,  Tenn. 
37917.  Applicant’s  representative:  Wil¬ 
liam  T.  McManus  (same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant)  .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Cranes,  parts,  attachments,  and  acces¬ 
sories  tor  cr£uies,  between  the  plantsite 
and  facilities  of  F.M.C.  Corporation  lo¬ 
cated  at  or  near  Bowling  Green,  Ky.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii) ;  and  (2)  materials,  equipment, 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  or 
distribution  of  commodities  named  in 
(1)  above,  from  points  In  the  United 
States  (except  Alaska  and  Hawaii),  to 
the  facilities  of  F.M.C.  Corporation 
located  at  or  near  Bowling  Green,  Ky. 

Note. — ^If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  tq>plicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Nash¬ 
ville,  Tenn.,  or  LoulsvUle,  Ky. 

No.  MC  109211  (Sub-No.  7)  (Correc¬ 
tion),  filed  June  2,  1975,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  issue  July  3,  1975, 
and  republished  as  corrected  this  issue. 
Applicant:  SNIITH’S,  INC.,  5104  West 
14th  St.,  Box  762,  Sioux  Falls,  S.  Dak. 
57101.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Charles  E.  Nieman,  1110  Northwestern 
Bank  Bldg.,  Minneapolis,  Minn.  55402. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Rafters 
and  trusses,  from  Mlnneota,  Minn.,  to 
points  in  Iowa  and  South  Dakota. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  either  Minneapolis,  or 
St.  Paul,  Minn. 

The  purpose  of  this  republication  is 
to  indicate  Mlnneota,  Minn,  as  an  origin 
point  in  lieu  of  Minnesota,  Minn. 

No.  MC  109693  (Sub-No.  3),  filed 
June  30,  1975.  Applicant:  INLAND 

NORTHWEST  FILM  SERVICE,  INC., 
2201  Sixth  Avenue  South,  Seattle,  Wash. 
98134.  Applicant’s  representative:  Rob¬ 
ert  G.  Gleason,  15  South  Grady  Way, 
EX^ergreen  Bldg.  No.  217,  Renton,  Wash. 
98055.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Com¬ 
modities  as  may  be  dealt  In  or  utilized 
by  wholesale  and  retail  bakeries,  (1) 
from  Seattle  and  Sumner,  Wash.,  to 
Spokane,  Wash.;  and  (2)  from  Spokane, 
Wash.,  to  Lewiston,  Idaho. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Seattle 
or  Spokane,  Wash. 

No.  MC  110563  (Sub-No.  156).  filed 
June  26,  1975.  Applicant:  COLDWAY 
FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  747 
(Ohio  Building) ,  Sidney.  Ohio  45365.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Joseph  M.  Scan- 
lan.  111  W.  Washington,  Chicago,  HI. 
60602.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Meats, 
meat  products,  and  meat  by-products, 
and  articles  distributed  by  meat  packing¬ 
houses,  as  described  in  Sections  A  and  C 
of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descrip¬ 
tions  in  Motor  Carriers  Certificates.  61 
M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except  hides  and 
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commodities  In  bulk),  from  the  plant- 
sites  and  warehouse  facilities  utlUzed  by 
Sterling  Colorado  Beef  Co.,  located  at  or 
near  Sterling,  C(do.,  to  points  In  C(m- 
nectlcut,  Delaware.  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Kentucl^,  Maryland,  Massachusetts, 
Michigan.  New  Jersey,  New  York,  North 
Carolina,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  South  Car¬ 
olina,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  Wisconsin 
and  the  District  of  Columbia,  restricted 
to  traffic  originating  at  the  above  named 
orlfi^ 

Notk. — If  s  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
appUcant  requests  It  be  held  at  Denver,  Colo., 
or  Omaha,  Nebr. 

No.  MC  110563  (Sub-No.  157),  filed 
June  26,  1975.  Applicant:  COLDWAY 
POOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  747 
(Ohio  Building) ,  Sidney,  Ohio  45365.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Joseph  M.  Scan- 
lan.  111  W.  Washington,  Chicago.  BL 
60602.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Meats, 
meat  products,  meat  ^-products  and 
articles  distributed  by  meat  packing¬ 
houses,  as  described  In  Sections  A  and  C 
pf  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descrip¬ 
tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificate  61 
M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except  hides  and 
commodities  In  bulk.  In  tank  vehicles), 
from  the  plantsltes  and  warehouse  fa¬ 
cilities  of  Jones  Dairy  Farm,  at  or  near 
Port  Atkinson  and  Jefferson,  Wis.,  to 
points  in  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Maine, 
Massachusetts,  Maryland.  New  Hamp¬ 
shire.  New  Jersey,  New  York,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  Rhode  Island,  West  Virginia,  Ver¬ 
mont,  Virginia  and  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia,  restricted  to  traffic  originating  at  the 
abcwe  named  origins. 

Notk. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Milwaukee, 
Wls.,  or  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  111231  (Sub-No.  194),  filed 
May  30, 1975.  Applicant:  JONES  TRUCK 
LINES,  INC.,  610  East  Emma  Avenue. 
Springdale,  Ark.  72764.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  James  B.  Blair,  111  Holcomb 
Street,  P.O.  Box  869,  Springdale,  Ark. 
72764.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Wood  and 
wood  products,  from  points  in  Jasper, 
McDonald,  Newton  and  Douglas  Coun¬ 
ties,  Mo.,  to  points  In  Arkansas,  Colorado, 
nilnoLs,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Michi¬ 
gan.  Minnesota,  New  Mexico.  Oklahoma, 
Texas,  and  Wisconsin. 

Notk. — Common  control  may  b«  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary,  the  sqipU- 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  Little  Rock,  Ark. 
or  Springfield,  Mo. 

No.  MC  111729  (Sub-No.  556),  filed 
July  7,  1975.  Applicant:  PUROLATOR 
COURIER  CX)RP.,  2  Nevada  Drive,  Lake 
Success,  N,Y.  11040.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Russell  S.  Bernhard,  1625  K 
Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006. 
Authority  sought  to  (^rate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Business 
papers,  records,  and  audit  and  account¬ 
ing  media  of  all  kinds,  (a)  between  Al¬ 
bany,  N.Y..  on  the  (me  hand,  and,  on  the 
other.  Cortland,  Fult(m,  Qlens  Falls,  Her¬ 
kimer.  Kingston,  Poughkeepsie,  Rome, 


Schnectady  and  Utica,  N.Y. ;  and  Nassau 
and  Newington,  N.H.,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  having  an  im¬ 
mediately  prior  or  subsequent  movement 
by  air;  (b)  between  Baltimore,  Md.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Nashua 
and  Newington,  N.H.;  Glens  Palls,  Her¬ 
kimer,  Johnson  City,  Kingston,  Pough¬ 
keepsie  and  Rome,  N.Y.;  R(x:ky  Mount, 
N.C.;  Butler,  Charleroi,  Dubois,  Greens- 
burg,  Kittaning,  Lewiston,  Lower  Burrell, 
Meadville,  Sunbury,  and  Uniontown,  Pa.; 
Fredericksburg,  Hampton,  Norfolk, 
Portsmouth  and  Staunton,  Va.;  Elkins, 
Morgantown,  and  Parkerburg,  W.  Va.; 
and  (c^  from  North  Canton,  Ohio  to 
Morgantown,  W.  Va.;  and  (2)  hardware, 
tools,  sporting  goods,  small  appliances, 
pipe  fittings  and  commodities  related  to 
the  hardware  business.  In  packages  or 
containers  not  to  exceed  75  poimds  each, 
limited  to  shipments  weighing  no  more 
than  225  pounds  In  the  aggregate,  be¬ 
tween  Toledo,  Ohio,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  In  Allegany. 
Cattaraugus.  Cayuga,  crhautauqua, 
Cortland,  Erie,  Genessee,  Uvlngston, 
Monroe,  Niagara.  Onondaga,  Orleans, 
Oswego,  Seneca,  Wayne,  Wyoming  and 
Yates  Counties,  N.Y. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier  au¬ 
thority  In  MC  112750  and  subs  thereunder, 
therefore  dual  operations  may  be  involved. 
Common  control  may  also  be  Involved.  If  a 
bearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  112223  (Sub-No,  96),  filed 
July  9.  1975.  Applicant:  QUICKIE 

TRANSPORT  COMPANY,  a  corporation. 
1700  Mew  Brighton  Boulevard  N.E., 
Minneapolis,  Minn.  55413.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Earl  Hacking  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Anhydrous  ammonia.  In  bulk.  In 
tank  vehicles,  from  Glenwood,  Minn.,  to 
points  In  Iowa,  North  Dakota.  South 
Dakota,  and  Wisconsin. 

Note. — If  a  heating  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Min¬ 
neapolis  or  St.  Paul,  Minn. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub-No.  61),  filed 
July  2.  1975.  Applicant:  FORD  BROTH¬ 
ERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  727,  Ironton,  Ohio 
45638.  Applicant’s  representative:  James 
W.  Muldoon,  50  West  Broad  Street,  Suite 
1022,  Columbus,  Ohio  43215.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Pulverized  coal.  In  bulk, 
from  Greenup.  Ky.,  to  points  in  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Kentucky,  Michigan,  Ohio,  Ala¬ 
bama.  Georgia,  Pennsylvania,  Virginia, 
West  Virginia,  Mississippi,  Missouri,  Ten¬ 
nessee  and  New  York. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Columbus, 
Ohio,  or  Washington.  D.C. 

No.  MC  112801  (Sub-No.  173),  filed 
June  30,  1975.  Applicant:  TRANSPORT 
SERVICE  CO.,  a  corporation,  2  Salt 
Chreek  Lane,  Hinsdale,  Ill.  60521.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Carl  L.  Steiner, 
39  South  LaSalle  Street,  Chicago,  HI. 
60603.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 


irregular  routes,  transporting:  Tallow, 
Inedible,  In  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
the  facilities  of  Natlonsd  By  Prclducts, 

lnc. ,  located  at  or  near  LaPlatte,  Nebr., 
to  points  In  Iowa,  Kansas,  Arkansas,  Mis¬ 
souri,  and  Minnesota, 

Note. — If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Omaha, 
Nebr. 

No.  MC  113362  (Sub-No.  288)  (Correc¬ 
tion)  ,  filed  May  8,  1975,  and  published  In 
the  Federal  Register  Issue  .of  June  12, 
1975,  and  republished  as  corrected 
this  issue.  Applicant:  ELLSWORTH 
FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  310  East  Broad¬ 
way,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa  50533.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Milton  D.  Adams, 
P.O.  Box  562,  Austin,  Minn.  55912.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Meats,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts.  and  meat  by-products,  and  articles 
distributed  by  meat  packinghouses,  as 
described  In  Sections  A  and  C  of  Ap¬ 
pendix  I  to  the  report  In  Descriptions  in 
Motor  Carrier  Certificates.  61  M.C.C.  209 
and  766  (except  hides  and  commodities 
in  bulk) ,  from  the  plantslte  and  storage 
facilities  utilized  by  Rath  Packing 
Company  at  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  to  points 
In  Connecticut,  Delaware,  the  District 
of  Columbia,  Maine.  Maryland,  Mas¬ 
sachusetts,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  Rhode  Island,  Vermont,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  West  Virginia,  an<l  Pennsylvania, 
with  service  at  Indianapolis,  Ind.  re¬ 
stricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  the  facilities  of  Rath  Pack¬ 
ing  Company  at  Waterloo  and  Columbus 
Jimction,  Iowa,  and  destined  to  the  above 
named  destinaticms. 

Note. — ^The  purpose  of  this  republlcatlon 
is  to  coiTect  the  above  restriction  by  adding 
the  phrase,  “with  service  at  Indianapolis, 

lnd. ”  If  a  heculng  la  deemed  necessary,  ap¬ 
plicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  or  Chicago,  lU. 

No.  MC  113666  (Sub-No.  93) ,  filed  June 
30.  1975.  Applicant:  FREEPORT 

TRANSPORT,  INC.,  1200  BuUer  Rond, 
Freeport,  Pa.  16229.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  William  H.  Shawn,  1730  M 
Street,  NW.,  Suite  501,  Washington,  D.C. 
20036.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Cast 
stone,  brick  veneer,  cast  stone  panels  (ex¬ 
cept  those  which  because  of  size  or 
weight  require  the  use  of  special  equip¬ 
ment  or  handUng) ,  mortar,  and  applica¬ 
tion  instructions  and  advertising  mate¬ 
rials  and  supplies  when  moving  with  ship¬ 
ments  of  cast  stone,  brick  veneer  and 
cast  stone  panels,  from  Dover  Township 
(Tuscarawas  County),  Ohio,  to  points  in 
North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Nebraska, 
Kansas,  Oklahoma,  Texas.  Minnesota, 
Iowa,  Missouri.  Arkansas,  Louisiana, 
Wisconsin,  Illinois,  Indiana.  Kentucky, 
Tennessee,  Mississippi,  Michigan,  Ohio, 
West  Virginia,  Virginia,  Alabama, 
Georgia,  Florida,  Pennsylvania,  Mary¬ 
land,  North  Carolina,  l^uth  Carolina. 
New  York,  New  Jersey,  Delaware.  Maine, 
Vermont,  New  Hampshire,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  Connecticut,  Rhode  Island,  and  the 
District  of  Columbia,  with  no  transporta¬ 
tion  for  compensation  on  return  except 
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as  otherwise  authorized;  and  (2)  Dical¬ 
cium  phosphate  and  animal  feed  ingredi¬ 
ents.  from  ports  of  entry  mi  the  mter- 
naticmal  Boundary  line  between  th^ 
United  States  and  Canada  located  In 
New  York  and  MichlRan,  to  points  In 
Connecticut,  Delaware.  Indiana,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Maine,  Maryland,  Massachusetts, 
Michigan,  New  Hamp>shire,  New  Jersey. 
New  York,  Ohio,  Pminsylvania,  Rhode 
Island,  Vermont,  Virginia  and  West 
Virginia. 

Note. — It  a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Pitts¬ 
burgh,  Pa.,  Columbus,  Ohio,  or  Chicago.  Ill. 

No.  MC  113843  (Sub-No.  220).  filed 
June  26,  1975.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  P<X)D  EXPRESS,  me.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston.  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  William  J.  Boyd, 
600  Enterprise  Drive,  Suite  222,  Oak 
Brook.  HI.  60521.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vdilcle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Foodstuffs,  food  products,  and  food 
ingredients,  from  points  In  Minnesota 
and  Wisconsin,  to  points  in  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  New  York,  New  Jersey,  Massawihu- 
setts,  Vermont,  Connecticut,  Rhode  Is¬ 
land,  New  Hampshire,  Maine,  Virginia, 
West  ^^rglnla,  E)elaware,  Maryland,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  does  not  specify  a  location. 

No.  MC  114052  (Sub-No.  5).  filed 
June  26,  1975.  Applicant:  CATENCAMP 
TRANSFER  &  STORAGE,  mc.,  218  East 
Richmond  Street,  Shawano,  Wise.  54166. 
Appllcsmt’s  representative:  Joseph  E. 
Ludden,  309  State  Bank  Bldg.,  La  Crosse, 
Wise.  54601.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 

(1) (a)  Molding,  wood  molding,  lami¬ 
nated  door  jams,  plywood,  veneer,  native 
built-up  wood,  and  parcelboard,  from 
Shawano.  Wise,,  to  points  in  North  Da¬ 
kota.  South  Dakota,  Nebraska,  Minne¬ 
sota,  Michigan,  Illinois,  and  Indiana;  and 

(2)  materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  the  commodities  de¬ 
scribed  In  (1)  above,  from  the  destina¬ 
tion  points  named  in  (1)  above,  to  Sha¬ 
wano,  Wise.,  under  a  continuing  contract 
or  contracts  with  Heritage  Hardwood, 
Inc. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Madison, 
'Wis.;  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  or  Milwaukee,  Wise. 

No.  MC  114457  (Sub-No.  240),  filed 
Jime  30,  1975.  Applicant:  DART 

TRANSIT  COMPANY,  a  Corporation, 
2102  University  Avenue,  St.  Paul,  Minn. 
55114.  Applicant’s  representative:  Mi¬ 
chael  P.  Zell  (same  address  as  applicant) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  trwisporting:  Urethane  products, 
from  St.  Paul,  Minn.,  to  points  in  Wis¬ 
consin,  Michigan,  Illinois,  Missouri,  Iowa, 
Kansas,  Nebraska,  South  Dakota  and 
North  Dakota,  restricted  to  traffic  orig¬ 
inating  at  the  named  origin  and  destined 
to  the  named  destination  points. 


Note. — If  a  bearing  la  deemed  necessary, 
the  i4>pUcant  requests  It  be  held  at  Minne¬ 
apolis  or  St.  Paul,  Minn. 

No.  MC  115162  (Sub-No.  310),  filed 
July  3, 1975.  Applicant:  POOLE  TRUCiK 
LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Drawer  600,  Evergreen, 
Ala.  36401.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Robert  E.  Tate  (same  address  as  aK>ll- 
cant) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Treated 
poles  and  piling,  from  Escambia  County, 
Fla.,  to  points  in  Georgia,  Kansas,  North 
Dakota,  South  Dakota  and  Texas. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  does  not  specify  a  location. 

No.  MC  116763  (Sub-No.  318),  filed 
July  7,  1975.  Applicant:  CARL  SUBLER 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  North  West  Street. 
Versailles,  Ohio  45380.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  H.  M.  Richters  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Canned  foodstuffs,  from  Belvldere, 
m.,  to  points  in  Tennessee,  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama  on  and  north  of  U.S.  Highway  72 
alternate,  and  on  and  west  of  UB,  High¬ 
way  31,  points  in  Arkansas  on  and  east 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Arkansas- 
Mlssouii  State  Une,  and  extendii^  south 
along  U.S.  Highway  63,  to  the  junction 
of  Arkansas  Highway  1,  thence  along  Ar¬ 
kansas  Highway  1  to  the  junction  of 
U.S.  Highway  49,  and  points  on  and  north 
of  the  junction  of  Arkansas  Highway  1 
and  U.S.  Highway  49,  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  49,  to  the  Mississippi  River  and 
points  in  Mississippi  on  and  north  of 
U.S.  Highway  72,  restricted  to  shipments 
originating  at  the  facilities  of  Green 
Giant  Company,  at  Belvldere,  HI.,  and 
destined  to  the  named  destinations. 

Note. — If  a  bearing  la  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
St.  Paul  or  Minneapolis,  Minn. 

No.  MC  117125  (Sub-No.  4).  filed  June 
12.  1975.  Applicant:  REMPEL-TRAIL 
TRANSPORTA-nON  LTD.,  7905  -  50th 
Street,  Edmonton,  Alberta,  Canada  T6B 
1E5.  Applicant’s  representative:  J.  Pe¬ 
ters,  P.O.  Box  5300,  Vancouver  British 
Columbia,  Canada  V6B  4B6.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Industrial  alcohol  (lignin 
liquor) ,  in  bulk,  in  specialized  tank  trail¬ 
ers,  from  Bellingham,  Wash.,  to  ports  of 
entry  on  the  International  Boundary  line 
between  the  United  States  and  Canada, 
at  Blaine  and  Sumas,  Wash.,  and  East- 
port.  Idaho,  under  a  continuing  contract 
or  contracts  with  ’The  Master  Builders 
Company,  Limited. 

Note. — Common  control  Is  Involved.  If  a 
hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  re¬ 
quests  It  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  TAC  118400  (Sub-No.  6).  filed  July 
7,  1975.  Applicant:  WANDO  PRODUCE 
<X).,  a  Corporation,  60  Romney  Street, 
Charleston,  S.C,  39403.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Robert  E.  Tate,  P.O.  Box 
517,  Evergreen,  Ala.  36401.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Bananas,  from  Columbia. 


S.C.,  to  points  in  the  United  States  in 
and  east  of  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota, 
Nebraska,  Kansas,  Oklahoma  and  Texas. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Co¬ 
lumbia,  S.C.,  or  Atlanta,  Oa. 

No.  MC  119295  (Sub-No.  8),  filed 
June  25,  1975.  Applicant:  RAY  E. 
CAGLE,  doing  business  as  CAGLE 
BROS.,  845  South  59  Avenue,  Phoenix, 
Ariz.  85031.  Applicant’s  representative: 
W.  Francis  Wilson,  Suite  2,  Luhrs  Bldg., 
Phoenix,  Ariz.  85003.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Lumber  products,  (a)  from 
points  in  Washington,  Oregon  and  Cali¬ 
fornia  to  points  in  Arizona;  and  (b)  from 
points  in  Arizona  to  points  in  California, 
Oregon  and  Washington;  (2)  lumber  and 
lumber  products,  (a)  from  points  in  Ari¬ 
zona  to  points  in  New  Mexico;  and  (b) 
from  points  in  New  Mexico  to  points  in 
Arizona;  and  (3)  chemical  fire  retard¬ 
ants,  (a)  from  points  in  Arizona  to  points 
in  New  Mexico;  and  (b)  from  points  in 
New  Mexico  to  points  in  Arizona. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Phoenix, 
Ariz. 

No.  MC  119741  (Sub-No.  53),  filed 
July  2,  1975.  Applicant:  GREEN  FIELD 
TRANSPORT  COMPANY,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  1235,  3225  5th  Avenue  South,  Fort 
Dodge,  Iowa  50501,  Applicant’s  represen¬ 
tative:  R.  D.  McMahon  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Meat,  meat  products,  meat  by-products, 
articles  distributed  by  meat  packing 
plants  and  foodstuffs  (except  hides  and 
commodities  in  bulk) ,  from  the  plantsite 
and  warehouse  facilities  utilized  by  Geo. 
A.  Hormel  &  Co.,  at  or  near  Ottumwa, 
Iowa,  to  points  in  Hlinois,  Indiana,  Kan¬ 
sas,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  Ne¬ 
braska,  North  Dakota,  Ohio,  South  Da¬ 
kota,  and  Wisconsin,  restricted  to  traffic 
originating  at  named  origin  and  destined 
to-  named  states;  and  (2)  meat,  meat 
products,  meat  by-products,  articles  dis¬ 
tributed  by  meat  packing  plants,  food¬ 
stuffs,  packing  plant  materials,  equip¬ 
ment  and  supplies  (except  hides  and  c 
ment  and  supplies  (except  hides  and 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  points  in  Il¬ 
linois,  Indiana,  Kansas,  Michigan,  Min¬ 
nesota,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  North 
Dakota,  Ohio,  South  Dakota,  and 
Wisconsin,  to  the  plantsite  and  ware¬ 
house  facilities  utilized  by  Geo.  A.  Hormel 
&  Co.,  at  or  near  Ottumwa,  Iowa,  re¬ 
strict^  to  traffic  originating  at  named 
states  and  destined  to  named  destina¬ 
tion. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  St.  Paul, 
Minn. 

No.  MC  119767  (Sub-No.  328),  filed 
July  7,  1975.  Applicant:  BEAVER 

TRANSPORT  CO.,  P.O.  Box  186,  Pleas¬ 
ant  Prairie,  Wis.  53158.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  John  R.  Sims,  Jr.,  915  Penn¬ 
sylvania  Bldg.,  425  13th  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20004.  Authority 
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sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Foodstuffs  (except  in  bulk. 
In  tank  vehicles),  from  Coloma,  Mlch„ 
to  points  In  Illinois,  Indiana,  Milwaukee, 
Wls.,  Minneapolis  and  St.  Paul,  Minn. 

Note. — Common  contrtd  may  bo  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  HI. 

No.  MC  119767  (Sub-No.  329),  filed 
July  7,  1975.  Applicant:  BEAVER 

TRANSPORT  CO.,  a  Corporation,  P.O. 
Box  186,  Pleasant  Prairie,  Wls.  53158. 
Applicant’s  representative:  John  R. 
Sims,  Jr.,  915  Pennsylvania  Bldg.,  425 
13th  St.,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20004. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Foodstuffs  (except 
in  bulk) ,  and  advertising  matter,  display 
racks,  and  premiums,  when  moving  at 
the  same  time  and  In  the  same  vehicle 
with  foodstuffs,  from  the  facilities  of 
American  Home  Foods,  Division  of 
American  Home  Products  Corporation, 
at  LaPorte,  Inc.,  to  points  in  Kentucky. 

Note. — Common  control  may  b®  Involved. 
If  a  heart ''g  is  deemed  necwsary,  applicant 
requests  li  "a  held  at  New  Ycrh,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  119767  (Sub-No.  330),  filed 
July  7,  1975.  Applicant:  BEAVER 

TRANSPORT  CO.,  a  Corporation,  P.O. 
Box  186,  Pleasant  Prairie,  Wis.  53158. 
Applicant’s  representative:  John  R. 
Sims,  Jr.,  915  Pennsylvania  Bldg.,  425 
13th  St.,  N.W.,  Washington.  D.C.  20004. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transpiorting:  Apple  juice,  apple 
cider  and  vinegar  (except  commodities 
in  bulk) ,  from  the  plantsite  and  storage 
facilities  of  Speas  Cixnpany,  at  or  near 
Fremont,  Mich.,  to  points  in  North  Da¬ 
kota,  South  Dakota,  Iowa,  Minnesota, 
and  Wisconsin,  restricted  to  traflBc  orig¬ 
inating  at  the  named  origin  and  des¬ 
tined  to  the  named  states. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  119767  (Sub-No.  331),  filed 
July  7.  1975.  Applicant:  BEAVER 

TRANSPORT  CO..  P.O.  Box  186,  Pleas¬ 
ant  Prairie,  Wis.  53158.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  John  R.  Sims,  Jr.,  915  Penn¬ 
sylvania  Bldg.,  425  13th  Street,  N.W.. 
Washington,  D.C.  20004.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  prepared  food¬ 
stuffs,  in  vehicles  equipped  with  me¬ 
chanical  refrigeration,  from  Elk  Grove 
Village,  HI.,  to  points  in  Indiana,  Michi¬ 
gan,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  and  Ohio. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  Chicago,  m. 

No.  MC  119789  (Sub-No.  261),  filed 
July  7,  1975.  Applicant:  CARAVAN  RE¬ 
FRIGERATED  CARGO,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
6188,  Dallas,  Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  James  K.  Newbold,  Jr.  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Such  merchandise  as  is  ordinarily 


dealt  In  by  retail  department  stores  and 
materials,  equipment  and  supplies  uti¬ 
lized  in  the  distribution  thereof  (except 
foodstuffs  and  commodities  in  bulk) ,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Texas,  cm  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Massachu¬ 
setts,  New  York,  New  Jers^,  North  Caro¬ 
lina,  South  (Carolina,  Geor^,  Alabama, 
■\^^nla  and  Tennessee  (except  Mem¬ 
phis). 

Note. — If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Dallas, 
Tex. 

No.  MC  121060  (Sub-No.  34) ,  filed  July 
2,  1975,  Applicant:  ARROW  TRUCK 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1416,  Birming¬ 
ham,  Ala.  35201.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  William  P,  Jackson,  Jr.,  919  18th 
St..  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Construction  mate¬ 
rials  (except  in  bulk) ,  from  the  facilities 
of  The  Celotex  Corporation,  at  or  near 
Port  Dodge,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Alabama, 
Mississippi,  Louisiana,  Arkansas,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Tennessee,  Kentucky,  Ohio,  Michi¬ 
gan,  Indiana.  Illinois,  Wisconsin  and 
Minnesota. 

Note. — If  a  bearing  la  deemed  nece.s.sary, 
applicant  requeeta  It  be  held  at  Omaha,  Nebr. 

No.  MC  123389  (Sub-No.  23) ,  filed  July 
8.  1975.  AppUcant:  CROUSE  CARTAGE 
COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  151,  CarroU,  Iowa 
51401.  Applicant’s  representative:  James 
E.  Ballenthln,  630  Osborn  Bldg.,  St.  Paul. 
Minn.  55102.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  regular  routes,  transporting:  Gen¬ 
eral  commodities  (except  those  of  un¬ 
usual  value.  Classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  commodities  in  bulk  and  those 
requiring  special  equipment) ,  serving  the 
plant  site  and  other  facilities  of  Minne¬ 
sota  Mining  and  Manufacturing  Com¬ 
pany  located  at  or  near  Knoxville,  Iowa, 
as  an  off-route  point  in  connection  with 
applicant’s  authorized  regrular  route  it¬ 
erations. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  St. 
Paul,  Minn.,  or  Des  Moines,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  123407  (Sub-No.  253),  filed 
June  30,  1975.  Applicant:  SAWYER 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  South  Haven 
Square,  UJ3.  Highway  6.  Valparaiso,  Ind. 
46383.  AitUcant’s  representative:  Ste¬ 
phen  H.  Loeb  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant)  .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Flat  glass. 
from  points  in  Sullivan  and  Hawkins 
Counties,  Tenn.,  to  points  in  Washing¬ 
ton.  Oregon,  Idaho,  CTalifornia,  Nevada, 
Utah,  Colorado.  Arizona,  and  New  Mex¬ 
ico. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  U  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  124117  (Sub-No.  12),  filed 
June  26,  1975.  Applicant:  EARL  FREE¬ 
MAN,  doing  business  as  MID-’PENN  EX¬ 
PRESS.  P.O.  Box  101,  Eagleville.  Tenn. 
37060.  Applicant’s  representative:  Robert 
L.  Baker,  618  Hamilton  Bank  Bldg., 


Nashville,  Tenn.  37219.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Scrap  paper,  from  Pulaski, 
Franklin,  Mt.  Pleasant,  Sparta,  Shelby - 
ville,  Lebanon,  Nashville  and  Fayette¬ 
ville,  Tenn.,  to  Alton,  IlL 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Nash- 
vlUe,  Tenn.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  124328  (Sub-No.  85),  filed 
June  30.  1975.  Applicant:  BRINK’S,  IN¬ 
CORPORATED.  234  East  24th  Street. 
Chicago,  HI.  60616.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Chandler  L.  Van  Orman, 
704  Southern  Bldg.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20005.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Sil¬ 
ver.  gold  and  indium,  and  other  precious 
metals,  from  Amarillo,  Tex.,  to  points  in 
the  United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii) ,  under  a  continuing  contract  or 
contracts  with  American  Smelting  &  Re¬ 
fining  Company. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  healing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  New  York, 
N.Y.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  125208  (Sub-No.  3).  filed 
July  1.  1975.  Applicant:  EUGENE  WAL¬ 
LACE  BROWN,  doing  business  as 
BROWN’S  WRECKER  SERVICE,  925- 
935  Linden  Avenue,  Memphis,  Tenn. 
38104.  Applicant’s  representative:  Louis 
I.  Dailey,  Suite  2208  Sterick  Bldg.,  Mem¬ 
phis,  Tenn.  38103.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  wutes,  transpxirt- 
ing:  (1)  Repossessed,  wrecked,  or  dis¬ 
abled  motor  vehicles  and  trailers  (except 
trailers  designed  to  be  drawn  by  passen¬ 
ger  automobiles) ;  and  (2)  replacement 
vehicles  and  trailers  (except  trailers  de¬ 
signed  to  be  drawn  by  passenger  auto¬ 
mobiles)  in  both  (1)  and  (2)  by  the  use 
of  wrecker  equipment  only,  between 
points  in  Arkansas.  Mississippi  and  Ten¬ 
nessee,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  pioints  in  Alabama,  Arkansas, 
Florida,  Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Kansas,  Louisiana,  Mississippi, 
Missouri,  New  York,  North  Carolina, 
Ohio,  Oklahoma,  Pennsylvania,  South 
Carolina,  Tennessee.  Texas,  Virginia  and 
West  Virginia. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necesmry, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Memphis  or  Nashville,  Tenn.,  or  Little  Rock, 
Ark. 

No.  MC  126473  (Sub-No.  25),  filed 
June  26,  1975.  Applicant:  HAROLD 
DICKEY  ’TRANSPORT,  INC.,  Packward, 
Iowa  52580.  Applicant’s  r^resentafive: 
Kenneth  F.  Dudley,  611  Church  Street, 
P.O.  Box  279,  Ottumwa,  Iowa  52501.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Groceries  and 
cheese,  and  fresh  fruits  and  vegetables 
when  moving  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
groceries  and  cheese,  from  points  in  Hli- 
nois,  Indiana,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Ohio,  Tennessee  and  Wiscmisin,  to 
the  facilities  Dickey  Prairie  Home  lo¬ 
cated  at  or  near  Malcolm,  Iowa;  at  or 
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near  Ollie,  Iowa;  and  Mt.  Pleasant, 
Iowa,  restricted  to  traffic  destined  to  the 
facilities  of  Dickey  Prairie  Homes  at  the 
above-named  destination  points. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Dm 
Moines,  Iowa  or  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  127042  (Sub-No.  163),  filed 
July  7,  1975.  Applicant:  HAGEN,  INC., 
3232  Highway  75  North,  P.O.  Box  98, 
Leeds  Station,  Sioux  City,  Iowa  51108. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Edward  A. 
O’Donnell  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Dairy  products, 
as  described  in  Section  B  of  Appendix  I 
to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates.  61  M.C.C.  209  and 
766  (excei;^  commo^ties  in  bulk) ,  from 
the  plantsite  and  storage  facilities  of  or 
utilized  by,  Wilson  &  Company,  Inc.,  lo¬ 
cated  at  or  near  Albert  Lea,  Minn.,  to 
points  in  Montana;  and  (2)  meat,  meat 
products,  meat  by-products,  dairy  prod¬ 
ucts,  and  articles  distributed  by  meat 
packtnohouses,  as  described  in  Sections 
A,  B,  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates.  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except  hides 
and  commodities  in  bulk),  from  the 
plantsite  and  storage  facilities  of  or  uti¬ 
lized  by  Wilson  &  Co.,  Inc.,  located  at  or 
near  Albert  Lea,  Minn.,  to  points  in  Wyo¬ 
ming,  restricted  to  the  transportation  of 
traffic  originating  at  the  above  origin, 
and  destined  to  the  above-named  desti¬ 
nations. 

Non. — ^If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
i^plloant  requests  it  be  held  at  OklcUioma 
City,  Okla.;  Kcmsas  City,  Mo.;  or  Minneapolis- 
St.  Paul,  Minn. 

No.  MC  127303  (Sub-No.  18),  filed 
June  27, 1975.  Applicant:  HENRY  ZELL- 
MER,  doing  business  as  ZELLMER 
TRUCK  LINES,  P.O.  Box  996,  Granville, 
m.  61326.  Applicant’s  representative:  E. 
Stephen  Heisley,  806  McLachlen  Bank 
Bldg.,  666  11th  St.  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20001.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting;  (1) 
Malt  beverages,  and  related  advertising 
materials,  equipment,  and  supplies,  from 
Mlnneapolis-St.  Paul,  Minn.,  to  points  in 
Missouri,  Illinois,  and  Muscatine,  Iowa, 
and  Kansas  City,  Kans.,  and  (2)  empty 
contaniers  and  brewery  supplies,  on 
return. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  St.  Louis, 
Mo. 

No.  MC  127834  (Sub-No.  108),  filed 
July  7,  1975.  Applicant:  CHEROKEE 
HAULING  ti  RIGGING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
1155,  Nashville,  Tenn.  37202.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Paul  M.  Daniell,  P.O. 
Box  872,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Au^ority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vrfiicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  comodities  in  bulk,  household  goods 
as  defined  by  the  Commission,  articles 
of  unusual  value,  and  Classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  between  the  Yellow  Creek 
Port  Terminal  and  indiistrial  area,  lo¬ 


cated  in  Tishomingo  County,  Miss.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Mississippi,  Tennessee  and  Alabama. 

Note. — Oommon  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  either  Memphis  or 
Nashville,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  129480  (Sub-No.  21),  filed 
July  7,  1975.  Applicant:  ’TRI-LINE  EX¬ 
PRESSWAYS,  LTD.,  550  71  Avenue  S.E., 
Calgary,  Alberta.  Canada  T2H  OS6.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Edward  T.  Ly¬ 
ons,  Jr.,  1600  Lincoln  Center  Building, 
Denver,  Colo.  80203.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Sodium  bicarbonate,  from  the  plant- 
site  and  storage  facilities  of  Chiurch  & 
Dwight  Co.,  Inc.,  in  Sweetwater  Coimty, 
Wyo.,  to  ports  of  entry  on  the  Interna¬ 
tional  Boundary  line  between  the  United 
States  and  Canada,  located  in  Montana, 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  traf¬ 
fic  movii^  foreign  commerce,  to  points  in 
the  Province  of  Alberta,  Canada. 

Note. — (Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  healing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Denver.  Colo. 

No.  MC  129613  (Sub-No.  19),  filed 
July  2,  1975.  Applicant:  ARTHUR  H. 
FULTON,  P.O.  Box  86,  Stephens  City, 
Va.  22655.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Charles  E.  Creager,  1329  Pennsylvania 
Ave.,  P.O.  Box  1417,  Hagerstown,  Md. 
21740.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Veneers, 
(1)  between  Rocky  Mount,  Va.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Indiana,  Illinois,  (Miio,  Kentucky,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  Delaware,  Maryland,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  Pennsylvania,  North  Carolina, 
South  Carolina,  New  York,  New  Jersey, 
and  Arkansas;  and  (2)  between  Martins- 
burg,  W.  Va.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Illinois,  Ohio,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  and  Dela¬ 
ware,  under  contract  with  Erath  Veneer 
Corporation  (in  behalf  of  Itself,  its  sub¬ 
sidiary  Companies  and  affiliates) . 

Note. — Applicant  holds  common  carrier 
authority  in  MC  138000  and  subs  thereunder, 
therefore  dual  operations  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  129994  (Sub-No.  8).  filed 
July  7,  1975.  Applicant:  RAY  BETHERS 
TRUCraNG,  INC.,  176  West  Central 
Avenue,  Salt  Lake  CTity,  Utah  84107.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Marilyn  B.  Mc¬ 
Neil  (same  address  as  applicant).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Gypsum  wallboard 
paper,  from  San  Leandro,  Calif.,  to  Si- 
qurd,  Utah. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  re<}uests  it  be  held  at  either 
Salt  Lake  City,  Utah;  Portland,  Oreg.,  or  San 
Francisco,  Ca'.if. 

No.  MC  133099  (Sub-No.  3),  filed  June 
30,  1975.  Applicant:  THE  GLASGOW  & 
DAVIS  CO.,  a  Corporation,  P.O.  Box  1717, 
Salisbury,*  Md.  21801.  Ai^licant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Daniel  B.  Johnson,  1123  Mun- 
sey  Building,  1329  E  Street,  N.W.,  Wash¬ 


ington,  D.C.  20004.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Malt  beverages,  from  South  Volney, 
N.Y.  to  points  in  that  part  of  Maryland 
and  Virginia  south  of  the  CThesapeake  and 
Delaware  (?anal  and  east  of  the  Chesa¬ 
peake  Bay. 

Note. — If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  133559  (Sub-No.  2),  filed 
June  30,  1975.  Applicant:  CHARLOTTE 
TRUCK  SERVICE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  8414, 
Charlotte,  N.C.  28208.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  George  W.  Clapp,  P.O.  Box 
836,  Taylors,  S.C.  29687.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Wrecked  and  disabled  trucks, 
tractors,  and  trailers  (other  than  those 
designed  to  be  drawn  by  passenger  ve¬ 
hicles),  from  points  in  Illinois  and  In¬ 
diana,  to  points  in  Mecklenburg  County, 
N.C.;  and  (2)  replacement  vehicles  for 
the  vehicles  named  in  (1)  above,  from 
points  in  Mecklenburg  County,  N.C.,  to 
points  in  Illinois  and  Indiana. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Charlotte, 
N.C. 

No.  MC  133614  (Sub-No.  4),  filed 
July  9,  1975.  Applicant:  PAPPAS 

TRUCKING,  INC.,  Gering,  Nebr.  69341. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Patrick  E. 
Quinn,  605  South  14th  St.,  P.O.  Box 
82028,  Lincoln,  Nebr.  68501.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Lumber,  lumber  products, 
and  building  materials  (except  iron  and 
steel,  and  iron  and  steel  articles  and  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk),  from  points  in  Mon¬ 
tana,  Oregon,  Washington,  Idaho  and 
California,  to  points  in  Colorado,  Kan¬ 
sas,  Nebraska  and  Wyoming,  restricted 
to  a  transportation  service  to  be  per¬ 
formed  under  a  continuing  contract  or 
contracts  with  Abco  Division  of  Brooks 
Scanlon,  Inc, 

Note. — Ck>mmon  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appll-. 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Denver,  Colo. 

No.  MC  134070  (Sub-No.  6),  filed 
June  30, 1975.  Applicant:  ROSE  PETRO¬ 
LEUM  TRANSPOR'TS,  INC.,  855  South 
Port  Street,  Detroit,  Mich.  48217.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Wilhelmina 

Boersma,  1600  First  Federal  Bldg.,  De¬ 
troit,  Mich.  48226.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Molten  sulphur,  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles,  from  Alma,  Mich.,  to  Oregon, 
Ohio. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Detroit 
or  Lansing,  Mich. 

No.  MC  134599  (Sub-No.  182),  filed 
June  30,  1975.  Applicant:  INTERSTATE 
CONTRACT  CARRIER  CORPORA¬ 
TION,  P.O.  Box  748,  Salt  Lake  City, 
Utah  84110.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Richard  A.  Peterson,  P.O.  Box  81849, 
Lincoln,  Nebr.  68501.  Authority  sought  to 
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operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Sponge  rubber  carpet  cushion,  foot¬ 
wear.  and  rubber  chemicals  (except  in 
bulk),  from  Beacon  Falls,  Naugatuck, 
Waterbury  and  Waterville,  Conn.,  and 
points  in  their  commercial  zones  to  (Chi¬ 
cago,  Ill.;  Dallas,  Tex.;  Denver,  Colo.; 
Los  Angeles,  Cal'if.;  Phoenix,  Ariz.;  St. 
Louis,  Mo.;  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah;  San 
Francisco,  Calif.;  and  Seattle,  Wash.,  and 
points  in  their  commercial  zones,  under 
a  continuing  contract  with  Uniroyal,  Inc. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  common  carrier 
authority  In  MC  139906  and  subs  thereunder, 
therefore  dual  operations  may  be  involved. 
If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Lincoln* 
Nebr.,  or  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah. 

No.  MC  134599  (Sub-No.  133),  filed 
Jime  30,  1975.  Applicant:  INTERSTATE 
<X)NTRACrr  CARRIER  CXJRPORATION, 
P.O.  Box  748,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84110. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Richard  A. 
Peterson,  P.O.  Box  81849,  Lincoln,  Nebr. 
68501.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Rubber 
compound,  molded  rubber  products,  car¬ 
pet  cushion,  and  materials  and  supplies 
used  In  the  manufacture  of  the  foregoing 
items  (except  commodities  in  bulk  or 
which  because  of  size  or  weight  require 
special  handling  or  special  equipment), 
between  Dyersburg,  Tenn.,  and  Kings- 
tree,  S.C..  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Alabama,  Arizona,  Ar¬ 
kansas,  California,  Colorado,  Connecti¬ 
cut,  Delaware,  Florida,  Georgia,  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Lou¬ 
isiana,  Maine,  Maryland,  Massachusetts, 
Michigan,  Minnesota,  Mississippi,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Montana,  Nebraska,  Nevada,  New 
Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  North 
Carolina,  North  Dakota,  Ohio,  Okla¬ 
homa,  Oregon,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode 
Island,  South  Carolina,  South  Dakota, 
Tennessee,  Texas,  Utah,  Virginia,  Wash¬ 
ington,  West  Virginia,  Wisconsin,  Wyo¬ 
ming  and  the  District  of  Columbia,  under 
a  continuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
Dayco  Corporation  of  Dayton,  Ohio. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  common  carrier 
authority  In  MC  139906  and  subs  thereunder, 
therefore  dual  operations  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Lincoln, 
Nebr.,  or  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah. 

No.  MC  134922  (Sub-No.  138),  filed 
July  7,  1975.  Applicant:  B.  J.  MCADAMS. 
INC.,  Route  6,  Box  15,  North  Little  Rock, 
Ark.  72118.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Don  Garrison  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Rubber 
articles,  from  Fayetteville,  N.C.,  to  points 
in  Oregon,  Nevada  and  California. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
San  Francisco,  Calif.,  or  Little  Rock,  Ark. 

No.  MC  135725  (Sub-No.  16),  filed 
July  1,  1975.  Applicant:  FRY  TRUCK¬ 
ING,  INC.,-  507  W.  5th  St.,  Wilton,  Iowa 
52778.  Applicant’s  representative:  Ken¬ 
neth  F.  Dudley,  611  Church  St.,  P.O.  Box 
279,  Ottiunwa,  Iowa  52501.  Authority 


sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Iron  and  Steel  articles. 
and  (2)  materials,  equipment  and  sup¬ 
plies  used  in  the  manufacture  and  distri¬ 
bution  of  iron  and  steel  articles,  (1)  from 
the  plant  site  and  storage  facilities  of 
North  Star  Steel  Company,  located  at  or 
near  Wilton,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Georgia, 
Illinois,  Kansas,  Louisiana,  Minnesota, 
Missouri  and  Ohio,  and  (2)  from  points 
in  the  states  named  in  (1)  above,  to  the 
plant  sites  and  storage  facilities  of  North 
Star  Steel  Company  at  or  near  Wilton, 
Iowa. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  St.  Paul, 
Minn. 

No.  MC  136375  (Sub-No.  6) .  filed  June 
23. 1975.  Applicant:  DONCO  CARRIERS, 
INC.,  641  N.  Meridian,  Oklahoma  City, 
Okla.  73107.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Wm.  L.  Peterson,  Jr.,  401  N.  Hudson, 
Suite  200,  P.O.  Box  917,  Oklahoma  City, 
Okla.  73101.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Kitchen  cabinets,  bathroom  cabinets  and 
parts  thereof,  and  supplies,  materials 
and  equipment  used  in  the  manufacture 
of  kitchen  cabinets,  and  bathroom  cab¬ 
inets,  between  Parsons,  Kans.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
the  United  States  (except  Alaska,  Ha¬ 
waii  and  Kansas),  under  contract  with 
Grandview  Products  Company,  Incor¬ 
porated. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Okla¬ 
homa  City  or  Tulsa,  Okla.,  or  Parsons,  Kans. 

No.  MC  136545  (Sub-No.  7),  filed 
June  30, 1975.  Applicant:  NUSSBERGER 
BROS.  TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  1109  Rail¬ 
road  Avenue,  P.O.  Box  97,  Prentice,  Wis. 
54556.  Applicant’s  representative:  F.  H. 
Kroeger,  1745  University  Avenue,  St. 
Paul,  Minn.  55104.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Doors,  sashes,  window  units, 
screens,  frames,  window  blinds,  and  parts 
and  accessories  of  the  afore-mentioned 
commodities,  from  Hawkins,  Wis.,  to 
points  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Missouri, 
Nebraska,  North  Dakota,  Ohio,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  South  Dakota,  and  West  Virginia; 
and  (2)  materials  and  supplies  used  in 
the  manufacture  and  distribution  of  the 
commodities  described  above,  (except 
commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles), 
from  points  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa, 
Kentucky,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Nebraska,  North  Dakota,  Ohio, 
Pennsylvania,  South  Dakota,  and  West 
Virginia  to  Hawkins,  Wis. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  St.  Paul- 
Mlnneapolls,  Minn. 

No.  MC  136553  (Sub-No.  34),  filed 
June  23,  1975.  Applicant:  ART  PAPE 
TRANSFER,  INC.,  1080  East  12th  Street, 
Dubuque,  Iowa  52001.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:.  William  L.  Fairbank,  1980 
Financial  Center,  Des  Moines,  Iowa 
50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 


common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting;  (1)  Wood 
chips,  from  Dubuque,  Iowa,  to  Joliet,  Bl.; 
(2)  dry  fertilizer  and  dry  fertilizer  mate¬ 
rials.  from  Mason  City,  Iowa,  to  points 
In  Minnesota;  and  (3)  scrap  materials 
for  recycling  (except  liquids  in  bulk), 
between  Dubuque,  Iowa,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Illinois,  IncS- 
ana,  Iowa,  Minnesota  and  Wisconsin. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Chicago, 
Ill. 

No.  MC  136876  (Sub-No.  6),  filed  June 
23,  1975.  Applicant:  PAULIE  BRAZIER, 
doing  business  as  PAULIE  BRAZIER 
COMPANY,  415  Buffalo  Road,  Lawrence- 
burg,  Tenn.  38464.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Chester  Blackwelder,  P.O.  Box 
2896,  Nashville,  Tenn.  37219.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Dry  fertilizer,  in  bulk 
and  bags,  from  Humboldt,  Tenn.,  and 
points  in  Davidson  County,  Tenn.,  to 
points  in  Estlll,  Lee,  Rockcastle,  Jackson, 
Owsley,  Breathitt,  Laurel,  Knox,  Clay, 
Bell  Leslie,  Perry,  Knott  Harlan  and 
Letcher  Counties  Ky.;  (2)  dry  fertilizer, 
in  bulk,  from  points  in  Davidson  County, 
Tenn.,  to  points  in  Colbert,  Lauderdale, 
Lawrence,  Madison,  Limestone  and  Jack- 
son  Counties,  Ala.;  (3)  dry  fertilizer,  in 
bulk,  from  Humboldt,  Tenn.,  and  points 
in  Davidson  County,  Tenn.,  to  points  in 
Kentucky  south  and  west  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  Junction  U.S.  Highway  25E  and 
the  Kentucky  State  Line  east  of  Middles- 
boro,  Ky.,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
25E  to  Corbin,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  25  to  Mt.  Vernon,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  150  through  Danville  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  68,  at  or  near 
Perryville,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  68 
to  Lebanon,  thence  along  Kentucky  State 
Highway  84  to  Hodgenville,  thence  along 
Kentucky  State  Highway  61  to  Elizabeth¬ 
town,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  62  to 
Leitchfield,  thence  along  Kentucky 
Highway  259  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
60  to  Cloverport,  thence  north  along  a 
line  from  Cloverport,  to  the  Ohio  River, 
restricted  to  shipments  moving  in  hopper 
type  vehicles  equipped  with  belt  unload¬ 
ing  systems,  under  a  continuing  contract 
or  contracts  with  Federal  Chemical  Com¬ 
pany,  at  Nashville,  Tenn, 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Nashville, 
Tenn. 

No.  MC  136881  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  July 
2.  1975.  Applicant:  GARRITY  ’TRUCK¬ 
ING,  INC.,  314  Mill  Street,  Fortville,  Ind. 
46040.  Applicant’s  representative:  Wal¬ 
ter  F,  Jones,  Jr.,  601  Chamber  of  Com¬ 
merce  Building,  Indianapolis,  Ind.  46204. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  rout^,  transporting:  (1)  Flint 
abrasives,  from  Webb  City,  Mo.,  to  Fort¬ 
ville,  Ind.;  and  (2)  crushed  walnut 
shells,  from  Stockton,  Mo.,  to  Fortville, 
Ind.,  under  contract  with  Elliott  Com¬ 
pany  of  Indianapolis,  Inc. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Indianapo¬ 
lis,  Ind.,  or  Louisville,  Ky. 
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No.  MC  138237  (Sub-No.  4) .  filed  June 
20,  1975.  Applicant:  METRO  HAULING, 
INC.,  20848  77tb  Ave.  S.,  Kent,  Wash. 
98031.  Applicant’s  representative: 
George  R.  LaBissonlere,  1100  N(»ton 
Building,  Seattle,  Wash.  98104.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Iron  and  steel  ar¬ 
ticles,  machinery,  contractors  equipment 
and  construction  material  (except  bulk 
construction  material  and  sacked  ce¬ 
ment),  between  points  in  Washington 
and  Oregon  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway 
97. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Seattle, 
Wash. 

No.  MC  138432  (Sub-No.  5),  filed 
Jime  26,  1975.  Applicant:  GARLAND 
GEHRKE,  R.PJ>.  #1,  Lincoln,  HI.  62656. 
Applicant’s  representative:  James  R. 
Madler,  Suite  1608, 1255  North  Sandburg 
Terrace,  Chicago,  HI.  60610.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Malt  beverages,  and  re¬ 
lated  advertising  materials,  from  St. 
Paul,  Minn  ,  to  points  in  Illinois  on  and 
south  of  n.S.  Highway  24,  and  on  and 
north  of  U.S.  Highway  36;  and  (2)  empty 
malt  beverage  containers,  glass  and  glass 
articles,  from  points  in  Illinois  on  and 
south  of  UJS.  Highway  24,  and  on  and 
north  of  U.S.  Highway  36,  to  points  in 
Minnesota. 

Note. — a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Spring- 
field  or  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  138469  (Sub-No.  17),  filed 
Jime  26,  1975.  Applicant:  DONCO  CAR¬ 
RIERS,  INC.,  641  N.  Meridian  Street, 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73107.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Wm.  L.  Peterson,  Jr.,  401 
N.  Hudson  Street,  Suite  200,  P.O.  Box  917, 
Oklahoma  C?ity,  Okla.  73101.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Pizza  ingredients,  restau¬ 
rant  equipment  and  restaurant  supplies, 
(1)  from  Wichita  and  Hutchinson,  Kans., 
to  the  facilities  of  Franchise  Services, 
Inc.,  located  at  or  near  Los  Angeles, 
Calif.;  (2)  from  the  facilities  of  Franchise 
Services,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Arlington,  Tex.; 
Peoria,  HI.;  Indianapolis,  Ind.;  and  Des 
Moines,  Iowa,  to  the  faujilities  of  Fran- 
chlse  Services,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Los  An¬ 
geles,  Calif.;  and  (3)  from  the  facilities 
of  Franchise  Services,  Inc.,  located  at  or 
near  Arlington,  Tex.,  to  points  in  Arkan¬ 
sas,  Kansas,  Louisiana  and  Oklahoma. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
auUioilty  In  MC  136375  Sub-Nb.  2  therefore 
dual  operations  may  be  involved.  If  a  heating 
Is  deemed  necessary,  the  applicant  requests 
It  be  held  at  Wichita,  Kans.  or  Oklahoma  City, 
Okla. 

No.  MC  138510  (Sub-No.  6),  filed 
July  8,  1975.  Applicant:  RICCI  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  (X).,  INC.,  Odessa  Avenue 
at  Aloe  Street,  Pomona,  N.J.  08240.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Kenneth  R. 
Davis,  121  S.  Main  Street,  Taylor,  Pa. 
18517.  Authority  sou^t  to  operate  as  a' 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
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irregular  routes,  transporting:  Malt 
beverages  In  containers,  frmn  Phila¬ 
delphia,  Pa.,  to  Atlantic  City  and  Wild¬ 
wood.  NJ..  under  a  continuing  contract 
with  Atlantic  Beverage. 

Note. — ^If  s  bearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Phila¬ 
delphia,  Pa. 

No.  MC  138782  (Sub-No.  1),  filed 
June  30,  1975.  Applicant:  CLYDE  T. 
FLETCHER,  doing  business  as  KEN¬ 
TUCKY  T.OF.C.  DELIVERY  SERVICE, 
511  Hopkinsville  Street,  Princeton,  Ky. 
42445.  Applicant’s  representative: 
George  M.  Catlett.  703-706  McClure 
Bldg.,  Frankfort,  40601.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities  {ex¬ 
cept  those  of  unusual  value,  (Hasses  A 
and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  commodities 
in  bulk,  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment),  (1)  between  Princeton,  Ky., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
Clarksville,  Tenn.,  and  Marion,  Madison- 
ville,  Greenville,  and  Henderson,  Ky.; 
and  (2)  between  Paducah.  Ky.,  on  the 
one  hand.  and.  on  the  other,  Mayfield, 
Ky.,  restricted  in  (1)  and  (2)  above  to  the 
transportation  of  traflBc  having  a  prior 
or  subsequent  movement  by  rail. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Pa¬ 
ducah,  Ky. 

No.  MC  139108  (Sub-No.  3),  filed 
July  3,  1975.  Applicant;  METRO  SALES 
CORP.,  1921  W.  1st  Street.  P.O.  Box 
1861,  Sanford,  Fla.  32771.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Theodore  Polydoroff, 
1250  Connecticut  Ave.,  N.W,,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20036.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehi¬ 
cle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Steel  office  furniture  and  equipment, 
from  the  plantsites  and  shipping  facili¬ 
ties  of  Art  Steel  Co..  Inc.,  located  at 
Bronx,  N.Y.,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Ar¬ 
kansas,  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Mississippi, 
Tennessee  and  Vi^nia,  under  a  continu¬ 
ing  contract  with  Art  Steel  Co.,  Inc. 

Note. — If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  New 
Tork,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  139386  (Sub-No.  2).  July  2, 
1975.  Applicant;  DONALD  W.  JENSEN 
AND  DAN  G.  JENSEN,  a  partnership 
doing  business  as  JENSEN  TRANSIT 
CO.,  250  Summit  Street,  River  Falls, 
Wis.  54022.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Wayne  W.  Wilson,  329  West  Wilson 
Street.  Madison,  Wis.  53703.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Malt  and  carbonated 
beverages  and  related  advertising  equip¬ 
ment,  premiums,  materials  and  supplies, 
when  shipped  therewith,  from  St.  Paul, 
Minn.,  to  Eau  Claire  and  Barron,  Wis.; 
and  (2)  return  of  rejected  shipments  and 
empty  used  malt  and  carbonated  bev¬ 
erage  containers,  from  Eau  Claire  and 
Barron,  Wis.,  to  St.  Paul,  Minn. 

Note. — It  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Madison, 
Wis.,  or  Minneapolis,  Minn. 


No.  MC  139495  (Sub-No.  77),  filed 
June  30,  1975.  Applicant:  NATIONAL 
CARRIERS,  me.,  1501  East  8th  Street. 
P.O.  Box  1385,  Li^ral,  Kans.  67901.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Herbert  Alan 
Dubln,  1819  H  Street,  N.W.,  Washington. 
D.C.  20006.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting;  Med¬ 
ical  care  products,  and  materials,  equip¬ 
ment,  and  supplies  used  in  the  manufac¬ 
ture  of  medical  care  products,  (1)  from 
Ogden,  Utah,  to  Dallas,  Tex.  and  Chatta¬ 
nooga,  Tenn.,  and  (2)  from  Chattanooga, 
’Tenn.,  to  Ogden,  Utah,  (Hty  of  Industry, 
Berkeley  and  San  Lorenzo,  Calif.,  and 
Tukwila,  Wash. 

Note. — Applicant  bolds  motor  contract 
carrier  authority  in  MC  133106  and  subs 
thereunder,  therefore  dual  operations  may 
be  Involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Washington, 
DC. 

No.  MC  139584  (Sub-No.  5),  filed 
June  23,  1975.  Applicant;  JOHN  BUSCH, 
Box  211,  Conyn^am,  Pa.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Kenneth  R.  Davis,  121 
S.  Main  Street.  Taylor,  Pa.  18517.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Plastic  sheeting, 
ground  plastic  and  plastic  pellets  and 
granules,  from  Hazleton,  Pa.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  ixiints  in  the 
United  States  (exc^t  Ala^a  and  Ha¬ 
waii). 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington, 
D.C. 

No.  MC  139923  (Sub-No.  6).  filed 
July  3,  1975.  Applicant:  MILLER 

’TRUCKmG  CO.,  me.,  105  S.  8th  St., 
P.O.  Drawer  D,  Stroud,  Okla.  74079.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Wilburn  L.  Wil¬ 
liamson,  2M  National  Foundation  Life 
Bldg.,  3535  N.W.  58th,  Oklahoma  City. 
Okla.  73112.  Authority  sought  to  opierate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Roof¬ 
ing  and  roofing  materials  (except  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles) ,  from 
Stroud.  Okla.,  to  points  in  Kansas  and 
Missouri. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Oklahoma 
City,  Okla. 

No.  MC  140117  (Sub-No.  2)  (Correc¬ 
tion),  filed  October  29,  1974,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of  Jan¬ 
uary  3, 1975,  and  republished  as  corrected 
this  issue.  Applicant:  KENNETH  G 
CLARK,  doing  business  as  CLARK 
TRUCKmG,  3914  Charles  Street,  Chey¬ 
enne,  Wyo.  82001.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Robert  S.  Stauffer,  3539  Boston 
Road.  Cheyenne,  Wyo.  82001.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Aggregate,  from  points 
in  Colorado,  to  points  in  Wyoming;  (2) 
aggregate  and  concrete  blocks  and  block 
products,  from  Cheyenne  and  Laramie. 
Wyo.,  to  points  in  Colorado  and  Ne¬ 
braska;  (3)  concrete  products,  (a)  from 
Denver,  Colo,  and  points  within  the  Com¬ 
mercial  zone  thereof,  to  points  in  Wyo- 
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ming  and  Nebraska;  and  (b)  from  points 
in  Wyoming,  to  points  in  Colorado  and 
Nebraska;  (4)  cement,  from  points  In 
Colorado  to  points  in  Wyoming;  and  (5) 
clay  brick,  from  Denver,  Colo,  and  points 
within  the  Commercial  zone  thereof,  to 
points  in  Wyoming  and  Nebraska.  ' 

Note. — ^The  order  of  April  1,  1975  aeslgn- 
Ing  this  application  for  handling  under  modi¬ 
fied  procedure  Is  vacated  and  set  aside  by  or¬ 
der  dated  July  18,  1975.  The  purpose  of  this 
republlcatlon  Is  to  cotiect  the  territorial  de¬ 
scription  In  part  (2)  of  this  proceeding.  If 
a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  applicant 
requests  It  bo  held  at  Cheyenne,  Wyo.  or 
Denver,  CX>lo. 

No.  MC  140277  (Sub-No.  4),  filed 
June  30,  1975.  Applicant:  BILL  BALL, 
doing  business  as  BILL  BALL  TRUCK- 
INO,  1703  Industrial  Avenue,  Sioux  Falls, 
8.  Dak.  57104.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Bill  Ball  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Commodity  bags, 
envelopes,  packets  or  pouches,  or  wrap¬ 
pers  flat,  folded  flat  or  in  rolls  requiring 
separation  into  individual  units  with  or 
without  compliment  of  bag  ties,  from  the 
plantsite  or  storage  facilities  of  Ameri¬ 
can  Western  Corporation  located  at 
Sioux  Palls,  S.  Dak.,  to  points  in  New 
Mexico,  imder  a  continuing  contract  with 
American  Western  Corporation. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  either  Sioux 
Palls,  S.  Dak.,  or  Sioux  City,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  140528  (Sub-No.  1),  filed 
June  19,  1975.  Applicant:  DONALD  E. 
WOOD,  doing  business  as  SE-KAN  AIR 
FREIGHT,  1000  East  Main  Street,  P.O. 
Box  284,  Independence,  Kans.  67301.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Richard  Shaw, 
103  Dale  Apartment  Building,  Coffey- 
ville,  Kans.  67337.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities,  between 
points  in  Montgomery,  Wilson,  Neosho, 
and  Labette  Coimties,  Kans.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Tulsa  Interna¬ 
tional  Airport,  Tulsa,  Okla.,  having  a 
prior  or  subsequent  movement  by  air. 

Note. — If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Wich¬ 
ita,  Kans.  or  Tulsa,  Okla. 

No.  MC  140671  (Sub-No.  1),  filed 
June  30,  1975.  Applicant:  BRUCE  L. 
CLARK,  doing  business  as  CTARK’S 
TRUCKING,  P.O.  Box  401,  Trenton, 
Nebr.  69044.  Applicant’s  representative: 
E.  Earl  Bailey,  Stratton,  Nebr.  69043.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Drilling  mud,  (1) 
frtHn  Trenton,  Nebr.,  to  points  in  that 
part  of  Kansas  on  and  west  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  281,  and  on  and  north  of  Kansas 
Highway  96;  and  (2)  from  Trenton, 
Nebr.,  to  points  in  Colorado  located  on 
and  west  of  the  Kansas-Oolorado  State 
Line,  and  dm  and  north  of  Colorado 
Highway  96,  and  on  and  east  of  Colorado 
Highway  71,  under  a  continuing  contract 
or  contracts  with  Baroid  Division  N.  L. 
Industries,  Inc. 


Note. — If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary, 
the  i4>pUcant  requests  It  be  held  at  Lincoln 
or  Omaha,  Nebr. 

No.  MC  140753  (Sub-No.  1),  filed 
July  3,  1975.  Aw>licant:  H  &  D  TRUCK¬ 
ING,  INC.,  Route  1,  Box  201,  Le  Gore, 
Md.  21761.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Gayle  L.  (ilrawford,  Jr.,  P.O.  Box  1417, 
1329  Penn.  Ave.,  Hagerstown,  Md.  21740. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Wooden  ladders, 
from  the  plantsite  of  Key  Ladder  Com¬ 
pany  located  at  or  near  Keedysville,  Md., 
to  points  in  Pennsylvania,  Maryland, 
Vir^nla,  West  Virginia,  New  York,  New 
Jersey,  Delaware,  Ohio,  Kansas,  Georgia, 
and  Florida.  » 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Washington. 
D.C. 

No.  MC  140898,  filed  April  21,  1975. 
Applicant:  KENDRICK  TRUCKING 

CORP.,  11610  Chasewood  CTourt,  Louis¬ 
ville,  Ky.  40229.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  WUliam  P.  Whitney,  Jr.,  703-706 
McClure  Bldg.,  Frankfort,  Ky.  40601.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Printed  matter 
from  Louisville,  Ky.,  to  points  in  Aurora, 
Bloomington,  Champaign,  Peoria  and 
Springfield,  Ill.,  Indianapolis,  Fort 
Wayne,  Anderson  and  Hammond,  Ind., 
Atlanta,  Ga.,  Chattanooga,  Knoxville 
and  Nashville,  Tenn.,  Erie  and  Phila¬ 
delphia,  Pa.,  Dayton,  Toledo,  Newark  and 
Cleveland,  Ohio;  Alexandria,  Richmond, 
Roanoke  and  Newport  News,  Va., 
Charleston,  S.C.,  Jacksonville,  Orlando 
and  Miami,  Fla.,  Baltimore,  Md.,  Madi¬ 
son,  Wis.,  Birmingham,  Ala.,  Hartford, 
Conn.,  and  Boston,  Mass.;  and  (2)  re¬ 
pair  and  maintenance  parts  for  mining, 
earth  moving,  quarrying  equipment  and 
vehicles  used  in  mining  earth  moving 
and  quarrying  from  Chicago,  Ill.,  Bu¬ 
chanan,  Benton  Harbor  and  Jackson, 
Mich.,  Cleveland,  Ohio,  and  Atlanta,  Ga., 
to  points  in  Salem  and  Wise,  Va.,  and 
Breathitt  County,  Ky. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Lexing¬ 
ton,  or  Louisville,  Ky. 

No.  MC  140900  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  July 
7,  1975.  Applicant:  HAROLD  H.  DANE- 
KAS,  3524  East  Dayton  Avenue,  Fresno, 
CiTalif.  93726.  Applicant’s  representative: 
William  H.  Kessler,  638  Divisadero 
Street,  Fresno,  Calif.  93721.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Granite,  from  Knowles, 
Calif.,  to  the  San  Francisco  Bay  Area 
Ports  of  San  Francisco,  Oakland,  Ala¬ 
meda,  Berkeley,  and  Richmond,  Calif., 
restricted  to  traffic  having  an  immedi¬ 
ately  subsequent  movement  by  water, 
under  contract  with  Rasmiond  Granite 
Company. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
iqjfrilcant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Fresno 
or  San  Francisco,  Calif. 

Na  MC  140901  (Sub-Na  1),  filed 
June  30,  1975.  Applicant:  BERTA  BROS. 


TRANSPORTAnON,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
429,  Canon  City,  Colo.  81212.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Flue-dust,  in  bulk,  in  dump 
trailers,  from  Pueblo,  Colo.,  to  Laramie, 
Wyo.,  imder  a  continuing  contract  or 
contracts  with  Monolith  Portland  Mid¬ 
west  Company. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Denver, 
Colo. 

No.  MC  140933  (Sub-No.  2),  filed 
June  30,  1975.  Applicant:  RON  FLCXDD 
TRUCKING  OP  ARIZONA,  3120  East 
Fillmore,  Phoenix,  Ariz.  85008.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Phil  B.  Hammond, 
10th  Floor,  111  West  Monroe,  Phoenix, 
Ariz.  85003.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Coal, 
from  points  in  New  Mexico  and  Utah,  to 
points  in  Arizona. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Phoe¬ 
nix,  Ariz.,  or  Santa  Fe,  New  Mexico. 

No.  MO  141012  (Sub-No.  1),  filed 
July  7,  1975.  Applicant:  BINGHAM 
’TRANSPORTATION,  INC,,  2005  East 
Avenue,  Baxter  Springs,  Kans.  66713.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Clyde  N.  Christ- 
ey,  641  Harrison  Street,  Topeka,  Kans. 
66603.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Sand 
and  gravel,  from  points  in  Kansas  on  and 
east  of  U.S.  Highway  81,  to  points  in  Mls-> 
souri  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  65; 
(2)  rock,  sand,  chat  and  gravel,  from 
points  in  Newton  and  Jasper  Counties, 
Mo.,  to  points  in  Cherokee  County,  Kans. ; 
and  (3)  sand,  from  points  in  Tulsa  and 
Muskogee  Counties,  Okla.,  to  points  in 
Missouri  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  65, 
under  contract  with  Bingham  Sand  and 
Gravel  Co.,  Inc, 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  oe  held  at  Kansas  City, 
Mo. 

No.  MC  141029  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  July 
3,  1975.  Applicant:  JON  A.  JUILLERAT, 
doing  business  as  JON  A.  JUILLERAT 
AND  CO.,  Portland,  Ind.  47371.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  John  J.  Metts, 
1110  Merchants  Bank  Bldg.,  Indianapolis, 
Ind.  46204.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Dog  food,  and  the  ingredients  therein,  in 
package  and  in  bulk,  from  the  plantsite 
of  Haynes  Milling  Co.,  Inc.,  at  Portland, 
Ind.,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas, 
Arizona,  Colorado,  Florida,  Illinois,  Iowa, 
Kansas,  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Michigan, 
Minnesota,  Missouri,  North  Dakota, 
South  Dakota,  C>hio,  Pennsylvania, 
Texas,  Tennessee,  Virginia,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  Wisconsin,  New  York,  Mississippi, 
New  Jersey,  Delaware,  North  Carolina, 
South  Carolina,  Georgia,  Oklahoma,  New 
Mexico,  and  Maryland;  and  (2)  return, 
of  the  commodities  in  (1)  above,  from  the 
destination  points  in  (1)  above,  to  the 
plantsite  of  Ha3mes  Milling  Co.,  Inc.,  at 
Portland,  Ind.,  under  contract  with 
Haynes  Milling  Co. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  40,  NO.  148 — THURSDAY,  JULY  31,  1975 


32194 


NOTICES 


Kotz. — ^Xf  a  hearing  Is  deemed  neoessary, 
applicant  requests  H  he  held  at  Indianapolis, 
Ind. 

No.  MC  141065  (Sub-No.  1) ,  filed  June 
30.  1975.  Applicant:  MCXIN’S  GARAGE. 
8139  West  Beaver  Street,  Jacksonville. 
Fla.  32205.  Applicant's  representative: 
Lorense  H.  Blow,  6032  Robbins  Circle 
South,  Jacksonville.  Fla.  32211.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Wrecked  and  disabled 
vehicles  and  trailers;  (2)  vehicles  and 
trailers  as  replacement  for  uTecked  or 
disabled  vehicles  and  trailers;  (3)  salvage 
or  used  parts  for  vehicles  and  trailers 
when  being  transported  on  the  same 
vehicle  and  at  the  same  time  as  com¬ 
modities  set  forth  above,  and  (4)  repos¬ 
sessed  vehicles,  between  points  in  Florida, 
on  the  one  hand,  and.  on  the  other, 
points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Delaware, 
the  District  of  Columbia,  Florida, 
Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Kansas,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Louisiana,  Maryland,  those  points 
in  Michigan  east  of  Lake  Michigan, 
kCssissippi,  Missouri,  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  North  Carolina,  Ohio,  Oklahoma, 
Pennsylvania  South  Carolina,  Tennessee, 
Texas,  Virginia  and  West  Virginia. 

Not*. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Jacksonville, 
Fla. 

No.  MC  141066  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  June 
25.  1975.  Applicant:  DONALD  G.  CAMP¬ 
BELL,  doing  business  as  DON  CAMP¬ 
BELL  TRUCKING,  Route  #2.  Box  166, 
Bixby,  Okla.  74008.  Applicant’s  repre- 
sentaUve:  I.  E.  Chenoweth,  1300  Mid- 
OontiDent  Bldg.,  409  S.  Bosttxi  Ave., 
Tulsa,  Okla.  74103.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  tran^jort- 
Ing:  (A)  Sand  and  gravel,  from  Tulsa 
Coun^,  Okla.,  (1)  to  points  in  Chautau¬ 
qua,  Montgomery,  Labette,  Cherokee. 
Elk,  Wilson,  Neosho  and  Crawford  Coun¬ 
ties,  Kans.;  McDcmald,  Barry,  Stone, 
Taney,  Newton.  Jasper,  Barton,  Dade, 
Lawrence  and  Christian  Counties,  Mo.; 
Benton,  CJarroll,  Boone,  Marion,  Wash¬ 
ington,  Madison,  Newton,  <?rawford, 
Franklin  and  Johnson  Counties,  Ark.; 
and  (2)  to  rail  head  points  in  Tulsa 
County,  Okla.,  and  points  in  Rogers, 
Muskogee  and  Wagoner  Counties,  CHda., 
restricted  In  (2)  to  traffic  having  a  sub¬ 
sequent  movement  by  water;  (B)  chat 
arid  asphalt  materidls,  from  points  in 
Ottawa  County,  Okla.,  (1)  to  points  in 
Kansas.  Missouri  and  Arkansas;  and  (2) 
to  rail  heads  in  Ottawa  County,  Okla.,  re¬ 
stricted  in  (2)  to  traffic  having  a  subse¬ 
quent  movement  by  rail;  and  (C)  coal, 
from  points  in  Craig,  Nowata.  Rogers, 
Wagtmer  and  Okmulgee  Covmties.  Okla., 
to  points  In  Missoiui;  those  in  Klansas 
lying  on  and  East  of  U.S.  Highway  281 ; 
Little  River,  Hempstead  and  Lonoke 
Counties,  Ark.,  and  Johnson,  Tarrant 
and  Dallas  Counties,  Tex.,  rail  heads  and 
river  points  for  rail  and  water  transpor¬ 
tation  in  Craig,  Rogers,  Wagoner.  Nb- 
wata  and  Okmulgee  Counties,  Okla.,  and 
St.  Joseph,  Mo. 


Not*. — If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  neeeaeary, 
the  iq>pllcant  requests  tt  be  held  at  Tulsa  or 
Oklahoma  City,  CHda. 

No.  MC  141080,  filed  June  IS.  1975.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  BACA  COUNTY  EXFRJBS8, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  793,  Walsh,  Colo.  81090. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Edward  C. 
Hastings,  Gold  Suitea-666  Sherman 
Street,  Denver,  Colo.  80203.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  v^lcle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities  (ex- 
c^t  those  of  unusual  value.  Classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission),  tetween  points  in  Baca 
County,  Colo.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  (m 
the  other,  points  in  Colorado. 

Not*. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  iq>pllcaiit  requests  it  be  heid  at  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 

No.  MC  141094,  filed  June  27,  1975.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  TRANSPORT  SALES  CO.,  INC., 
88  East  Broad  Street,  Columbus,  Ohio 
43215.  Ai^licant’s  representative:  Paul 
P.  Beery,  9th  Floor.  8  East  Broa4  Street, 
Columbus,  CMiio  43215.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Composition  roofing,  shingles,  sid¬ 
ing,  and  insulating  materials  (except 
commodities  in  bulk) ,  vinyl  siding  mate¬ 
rials  used  in  the  installation  thereof,  and 
materials  and  supplies  incidental  to  the 
manufacture  of  such  commodities,  (1) 
frcxn  Lockland.  Ohio,  to  points  in  West 
Virginia;  and  (2)  from  Chester,  W.  Va., 
to  points  in  Ohio. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  C!olum- 
bua,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  141106,  filed  June  26, 1975.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  C.  E.  RIEMER,  doing  business 
as  RIEMER’S  MARINA,  300  Wells  Street, 
Marinette,  Wis.  54143.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Roger  Radue,  25  West  Main 
Street,  Madison,  Wis.  53703.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Boats,  boat  equipment  and 
boat  accessories  (except  in  biilk  or  tank 
vehicles),  between  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  Alaska  and  Hawaii) . 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Oreen 
Bay.  or  Madison,  Wis. 

No.  MC  141111,  filed  July  3.  1975,  Ap¬ 
plicant:  DEERING  MASON  SUPPLY 
CORP^  158  Essex  Street,  Melrose,  Mass. 
02176.  Applicant’s  representative:  Mary 
E.  Kelley,  11  Riverside  Avenue.  Medford, 
Mass.  02155.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Brick  and  tile,  between  points  in  Massa¬ 
chusetts. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Boston, 
Mass. 

No.  MC  141117,  filed  June  30.  1975.  Ap- 
pUcant:  M  ARTIN  NOLAN,  RFD  Bowker- 
ville  Road,  Troy,  NJL  03465.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Martin  Nolan  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 


operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Plastic  Piles,  cardboard  boxes,  plastic 
rings,  metal  caps,  cleaning  pads,  plastic 
extrusions,  and  plastic  molded  parts. 
from  points  in  Massachusetts  to  Keene, 
N  JI..  under  a  continuing  contract  or  con-' 
tracts  with  Concord  Laboratories,  Inc. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Concord,  N.H. 

No.  MC  141119  (Sub-No.  1).  filed 
July  7,  1975.  AppUcant:  MERCHANTS  5 
STAR,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  541,  Marietta. 
Ohio  45750.  Applicant’s  representative: 
John  L.  Alden,  1396  West  Rfth  Avenue, 
C\)lumbus,  Ohio  43212.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  confracf  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  vinyl  core  filters,  to  be  used  in 
water  and  sewage  treatment  facilities; 
and  (2)  commodities,  used  in  the  instal¬ 
lation  and  assembly  of  vinyl  core  filters 
(except  commodities  In  bulk),  between 
Marietta.  CMilo  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  Alaska  and  Hawaii) ,  under  con¬ 
tract  with  ’The  B.  F.  Goodrich  Comi>anj’. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  appllccmt  requests  it  be  held  at  Colum¬ 
bus,  Ohio,  or  WaChington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  141153.  filed  June  26.  1975. 
Applicant:  CAPITAL  MESSENGERS. 
INC.,  11407  Frederick  Avenue,  Beltsville, 
Md.  20705.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Nancy  Pyeatt,  1750  New  York  Avenue, 
N.W..  Suite  210,  Washington.  D.C.  20006. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value.  Class  A  and  B  explosives,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  commodities  in  bulk  and  those  re¬ 
quiring  special  equipment,  radioactive 
^armaceutlcals  and  medical  Isotopes) 
between  points  In  Maryland,  Virginia, 
and  the  District  of  Columbia.  RES’TRIC- 
’ITONS:  ’The  operations  authorized 
herein  are  restricted  (1)  Against  the 
transportation  of  any  package  or  article 
weighing  more  than  50  lbs.  or  exceeding 
108”  in  length  and  girth  combined;  (2) 
Against  the  transportation  of  packages 
or  articles  weighing  in  the  aggregate 
more  than  500  lbs.  from  one  consignor  to 
one  consignee  at  wie  location  on  any  one 
day;  (3)  To  the  transportation  of  ship¬ 
ments  in  express  service  within  24  hom’s 
(exclusive  of  Sundays  and  holidays) 
frmn  pickup  to  delivery;  (4)  Against 
transportation  between  banks  and  bank¬ 
ing  institutions  of  commercial  papers, 
documents,  and  written  Instruments 
used  in  the  coaduct  of  business  by  banks 
and  banking  institutions;  and  (5) 
Against  transportation  from  or  to  the 
premises  of  persons  or  companies  that 
have  entered  into  contracts  with  the  ap¬ 
plicant  and  are  served  by  the  applicant 
pursuant  to  permits  issued  by  the  Com¬ 
mission. 

Not*. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  in  MO  117058  and  subs  thereunder, 
therefore  dual  operations  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appU- 
eant  requests  It  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 
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No.  MC  141112.  filed  July  S.  1975.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  BURWELL  RAY  QALIOP, 
doing  business  as  GALLOP  BUS  LINES, 
3900  East  Indian  River  Road,  Chesa¬ 
peake,  Va.  23325.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Frank  B.  Hand,  Jr..  P.O.  Box  187, 
BerryvUle,  Va.  22611.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Passengers  and  their  baggage,  in  the 
same  vehicle  with  passengers,  in  round- 
trip  charter  operations,  beginning  and 
ending  at  Portsmouth.  Norfolk,  Chesa¬ 
peake,  Virginia  Beach,  Hampton,  New¬ 
port  News,  and  points  in  Nansemond 
County,  Va..  and  extending  to  points  in 
Alabama,  Connecticut,  Delaware,  the 
District  of  Columbia.  Florida,  Georgia, 
Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Maine,  Maryland, 
Massachusetts,  Mississippi,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  North 
Carolina,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island, 
South  Carolina.  Tennessee.  Vermont  and 
West  Virginia. 

Note. — If  a  bearing  la  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Norfolk. 
Va. 

No.  MC  141116,  filed  June  30. 1975.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  RONALD  A.  TRABULSI,  doing 
business  as  AIR  PORTER  OF  BERK¬ 
SHIRE  COUNTY,  57  South  Church 


Street.  Pittsfield,  Mass.  01201.  Applicant’s 
representative:  James  H.  Glavln,  m, 
P.O.  Box  40, 69  Second  Street,  Waterford, 
N.Y.  12188.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  regular  routes,  transporting:  Pas¬ 
sengers  and  their  baggage,  mail,  news¬ 
papers.  and  express,  in  the  same  vehicle 
with  passengers,  in  vehicles  transporting 
not  more  than  14  passengers  (exclusive  of 
the  driver  and  those  passengers  under  10 
years  of  age  who  do  not  occupy  a  seat) , 
Between  Pittsfield,  Mass.,  and  Bradley 
field  at  Windsor  Locks,  Conn.:  From 
Pittsfield  over  U.S.  Highway  7  and  20. 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  20  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  90,  thence  over  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  90  to  Junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  91.  thmce  over  Interstate  . 
Highway  91  to  junction  Connecticut 
Highway  20,  thence  over  Connecticut 
Highway  20  to  Bradley  Field,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  serving  Lenox  and 
Lee,  Mass.,  as  intermediate  points. 

Note. — If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
tbe  iq>pllcant  requests  It  be  beld  at  Pittsfield, 
Mass,  or  Albany,  N.T. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal!  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary.  " 

(FR  Doc.75-19797  Filed  7-30-76:8:45  am] 


(Notice  No.  78] 

TEMPORARY  AUTHORITY  TERMINATION 

The  temporary  authorities  granted  in  the  dockets  listed  below  have  expired  as  a 
result  of  final  action  either  granting  or  denying  the  issuance  of  a  Certificate  or 
Permit  in  a  corresponding  application  for  permanent  authority,  on  the  date  indicated 
below: 


Tsmporary  suthorlty  Application 


Final  sotion  or  esrtlflcate  Date  of 
or  permit  action 


tlreybonnd  Un«e,  Inc.,  MC-161S  Sab-lSS . . 

Red  Bon  Motor  Freight,  Inc..  MC-2229  Bub-186 . 

Bralley-WiUett  Tvik  Unes,  MO-2968  Sub-48 . . . . 

Orant  Trucking.  Inc.,  MC-13134  8ub86 . 

Tbe  Lake  Shore  Motor  Freight  Co.,  MC-1350g  Sub-29 . . 

Hayes  Truck  Lines,  Inc.,  MC-27710  Snb-A _ 

Bblpley  Ttonsfer,  Inc.,  140-80887  8ub-208 . . . . . 

Slitpley  Transfer,  lire.,  MC-90687  Bub-210 . . . . 

LAM  Express,  Co.,  Inc.,  MC-44639  Snb-88 . . . 

Tri-8tatc  Trsneport,  Inc.,  MC-STSIS  bub-10 _ ... _ w. 

Auto  ^nvoy  Co.,  MC-A^l  Sub-Oil . . . 

Auto  Convoy  Co.,  MC-69681  8ub-100 . . 

Ashton  Trucking  Co.,  Mr-62588  8ub-20 . . 

Bpector  Freight  System,  Inc.,  MC-60116  Sub-169 _ 

Reb  Transportation,  Inc.,  MC-68880  Sub-lO,  8ub-14 . . 

Dahlen  Traiaport  of  Iowa,  Inc.,  MC-lft5876  Sub-47 _ 

Pre-Fab  Transit  Co.,  MC-1072U6  Sub-Ott . . 

Refilgerated  Transport  Co.,  MC-107515  Sub-77^... . . 

W.  8.  Hatch  Co.,  MC-109689  8nb-2.58 . 

Whitfield  Tank  Lines,  Inc.,  MC-114897  Sub-110... . . . 

Propane  Transport,  Inc.,  MC-1140*i9  8ub47 . 

Truck  Transport.  Inc.,  MC-116331  6ub-356 . 

C.  W.  Eanee,  MC-1 16626  Sub-IO . 

Denton  Truciring,  Inc.,  MC-117664  Bub-8... _ _ 

Hirschbach  Motor  Lines,  Inc.,  MC-117686  8ub-142 . 

Container  Transit,  Inc.,  MC-118989  8ub-103.. . . 

Ul-Way  Dispatch,  Inc.,  MC-119654  8ub-24 . 

George  Transit  Line,  Inc.,  MC-119667  8ub-14 . 

Carvan  Refrigerated  Cargo,  Inc.,  MC-1U(789  8ub-177 . . 

Carvan  Refrigerated  Cargo,  Inc.,  MC-llfl789  8ub-199,  Sub-202. 

M.  B.  Asbury,  Inc.,  MC-128704  Sub-6 . 

Fogleman  Truck  Line,  Inc.,  MC-123yi)3  Sub^ . 

Bl^ard  Dahn,  Inc.,  MC-124004  8ub24 . 

D. b.a.  Robert  N.  Toomey  iSrucking  Co.,  MC-124144  Sub-18... 

Hilt  Truck  Line,  Inc.,  MC-124211  8ub-250 . 

Brink’s  luc.,  MC-124SJ8  Sub-72 . . . ; . 

Auto  Drtveaway  Co.,  MC-126985  Sub-18,  8ub-20 . 

D.b.a.  Boclk  Truck  Lines,  MC-127505  8ub67 . 

D.b.a.  Southca.st  Trucking  Co.,  MC-127627  6ub-18 . . 

Holer,  Inc.,  MC-128007  8ub47 . 

Crete  Carrier  Corp.,  MC-128375  8ub-96 . . 

Ralor,  Inc.,  MC-129862  8uh-7 . 

Field  Marketing  Bervices.  Inc.,  Mtvr.WirS  Bub-13 . . 


MC-1515  Sub-199 . July  1,1976 

MC-2229  Sub-187 . July  10. 1975 

MO-2868  Sub44 . July  16, 1975 

MC-13134  8ub-35 . July  7, 1975 

MC-135e9  8ub-28 .  Do. 

MC-27719  8ub-6 . July  lA  1975 

MC-10887  Snb209 . July  17, 1975 

MC-30887  Sub-212 . July  16, 1975 

MC-44639  8ub-84 . July  18, 1975 

MC-57316  Sub  13 _ July  16,1976 

MC-59531  Sub-102 . July  18, 1975 

MC-69581  Snb-101 .  -Do. 

MC-6ei588  Sub21 .  July  17,1975 

MC-«&n6  8ub-170 . July  18,1975 

MC-88880  8nb-ll_ . July  10, 1975 

MC-105875  8ub48 . July  1. 1975 

MC-1072«5  Sub-708 . July  21. 1975 

MC-107515  8ub-771 . July  8, 197' 

MC-10geH9  Sub-262 . July  2, 1975 

MC-n48ll7  Sub-Ill . July  22, 1975 

MC-m969  SubnSO . July  11, 1975 

MC-115331  8nb«60 . July  16. 1975 

MC-1 16626  3ub-ll„ .  Do. 

MC-U7664  Sub-9 . July  9, 1975 

MC-117e86  Sub-148 . July  8. 1975 

MC-118989  Sub-104 . July  3, 1975 

MC-119654  Sub-2e . July  21, 1976 

MC-119657  SubO . July  8,1975 

MC-119789  Sub-182 . July  7, 1976 

MC-119789  Sub-163 . July  1, 1975 

MC-123074  8ub-7 . July  2, 1975 

MC-1239f»3  Sub-28 . July  16 1975 

MC-124004  8ub-27„ . July  16  1975 

MC-124144  8ub-8 . July  7, 1976 

MC-124211  Sub-251 . July  17, 1975 

MC-124328  8ub-72 . July  22, 1975 

MC-125985  Sub49„ . July  7, 1975 

MC-127Sai  Sub-62 . July  9. 1975 

MC-127527  Sub-14 . July  22, 1976 

MC-128007  Sub49 _ July  2, 1975 

MC-128375  Sub48 . July  11, 1975 

MC-129862  8ub4 . July  16  1975 

MC-1 29978  Bub-14 . July  7,1975 
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Final  action  or  eertifleato  Data  of 
or  permit  action 


Hoyl  Truck  Linra,  Inc.,  MC-188119  Sub^O,  . 

D.b.a.  Werner  Enterpri^,  MC-1832S8  8ub^22, 

Overland  Express,  Inc.,  MC-139689  8ub-41 . . 

B.L.T.  Corp.,  MC-1S4349  Sub-10 . . . 

Price  Delivery  Service,  Inc.,  MC-134464  Sub-0 _ _ _ _ 

H.O.M.  Transport  Co.,  MC-1S5871  8ub-17 . 

Coyrjte  Truck  Line  Inc.,  MC-186S18  Sub-O _ ... _ _ _ 

Coots  Transportation  Co.,  MC-136407  8ub-2 - ... _ 

Trailer  Express,  Inc.,  MC-138415  Sub-0 . . . . 

K.  J.  Transportation,  Inc.,  MC-188991  Sub-2 - 

CRT  Inc.,  MC-139033  Sub-1 . 

B  *  V  Cartace,  Inc.,  MC-139048  Sub-1 . 

Bnididue  Transportation,  Inc.,  MC-1S9118  8ub-l _ 

Brudiise  Transportation,  Inc.,  MC-1S9113  Sub-I - - - - 

Staflord  Trucking  Co..  MC-139284  8ub-l . . 

D.b.a.  Steger  Bus  Lines,  MC-139678  8ub-2.. _ _ 

l^ropoellex  Corp.,  MC-139706  Sub-1.. . 

D.b.a.  Howard  Lisk,  MC-13975e  8ub-l . 

Pope  Dreier,  MC-13^96 . 

Aelrod  L.  Schaefer  d.b.a.  AI’s  Mobile  Feed  Service,  MC-139699  Sub-1, 
Sub-3. 

Joe  N.  Shelton,  MC-140109 . 

W.  W.  AUen  Truck  Leasitig,  Inc.,  MC-140210 . . 

Bill  Ball  Trucking,  MC-140OT . . 


MC-I3311S  Bnb-«6_ . .  Do. 

MC-1332S3  Sub-»_ . July  11,  IS7C 

MC-1S3088  8nb-0 _ July  3, 197S 

MC-13434»8ub-ll_ . July  18,1970 

MC-1344M  Sub-4 . July  7, 1970 

MC-185871  8ub-U . July  17, 1970 

MC-13fl818  8ub-3 . July  la  1975 

MC-186407  Sub . . July  2, 1975 

MC-188416  Sub-7 . July  18, 1975 

MC-138991  8ub-2 . Sept.  8, 1976 

MC-189033  8ub-2 . July  18, 1975 

MC-139048  8ub-2 . July  L 1975 

MC-139118 . July  9, 1976 

MC-139113  Sub4 . July  16,1976 

MC-139284  8ub-2 . July  8, 1975 

MC-139678  8ub-3 . July  16, 1975 

MC-139705  8ub-2 . July  10, 1975 

MC-139756  8ub-2 . July  3,1975 

MC-189796  Sub-1 . July  9,1975 

MC-139899  8ub-8 . July  3, 1975 

MC-140109  Sub-1 . July  10,1975 

MC-140210  Sub-1, . July  9,1970 

MC-140277  8ub-l . July  22,1975 


[seal] 


Joseph  M.  Harrington, 

Acting  Secretary. 


IFR  Doc.75-19808  Piled  7-30-75;8;45  am] 


The  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
hereby  gives  notice  that:  1.  By  order 
served  June  6,  1975,  applicant  was  re¬ 
quired  to  publish  a  notice  In  Benson 
County,  NJ3..  that  an  environmental 
threshold  assessment  survey  was  made 
In  the  above-entitled  proceeding  and 
based  on  that  assessment  it  was  deter¬ 
mined  that  the  proceeding  does  not  con¬ 
stitute  a  major  Federal  action  signifi¬ 
cantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the  hu¬ 
man  environment  within  the  meaning 
of  the  National  Environmental  Policy 
Act  of  1969  (NEPA),  42  U.S.C.  4321,  et 
aeq.  2,  No  comments  in  opposition,  of  an 
environmental  nature,  were  received  by 
the  Ccanmisslon  in  response  to  the 
June  6,  1975,  order  and  subsequent 
notice.  3.  This  proceeding  is  now  ready 
for  further  disposition  within  the  OflBce 
of  Hearings  or  the  Office  of  Proceedings 
as  appropriate. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

(PR  Doc.7^19944  Piled  7-30-76:8:45  am] 


(Notice  No.  819] 

ASSIGNMENT  OF  HEARINGS 

July  28, 1975. 

Cases  assigned  for  hearing,  postpone¬ 
ment,  cancellation  or  oral  argument  ap¬ 
pear  below  and  will  be  published  only 
once.  This  list  contains  prospective  as¬ 
signments  only  and  does  not  include 
cases  previously  assigned  hearing  dates. 
The  hearings  will  be  on  the  issues  as 
presently  reflected  in  the  Official  Docket 
of  the  Commission.  An  attempt  will  be 
made  to  publish  notices  of  cancellation 
of  hearings  as  promptly  as  possible,  but 
Interested  parties  should  take  appro¬ 
priate  steps  to  insure  that  they  are  noti¬ 
fied  of  cancellation  or  postponements  of 
hearings  in  which  they  are  interested. 

MC  115730,  Sub  3,  The  Mlckow  Corporatlou. 
now  being  assigned  October  15,  1975  (3 
days),  at  Chicago,  Illinois,  In  a  hearing 
room  to  be  designated  later. 

MC  110420,  Sub  727,  Quality  Carriers,  Inc., 
and  139733,  Sub  2,  J.  L.  Hutchison,  d.b.a. 
3.  L.  Hutchison  Trucking,  now  being  as¬ 
signed  October  20,  1976  (1  week),  at  Chi¬ 
cago,  nilnols.  In  a  hearing  room  to  be 
designated  later  (continued). 

MC  135678,  Sub  3,  Midwestern  Transporta¬ 
tion,  Inc.,  Continued  to  Augvist  27,  1975 
(2  days),  in  the  New  Federal  Building, 
Room  6A15-17,  1100  Commerce  Street, 

Dallas,  Texas. 

MC  61592,  Sub  321,  Jenkins  Truck  Line,  Inc., 
and  MC  119493,  Sub  110,  Monkem  Co.,  Inc., 
now  being  assigned  October  16,  1976,  at 
Chicago,  m.  (2  days).  In  a  bearing  room 
to  be  later  designated. 

MC  140217.  Sub  1,  Clyde  Hunsaker  d.b.a. 
Hunsaker  Trucking,  now  being  assigned 
October  17,  1975  (1  day),  at  Chicago,  HI., 
in  a  hearing  room  to  be  later  designated. 
MC  128030,  Sub  79.  The  Stout  Trucking  Co., 
now  being  assigned  October  20,  1976  (1 
week) ,  at  Chicago,  III,  in  a  hearing  room 
to  be  later  designated. 

No.  MC  60167,  Sub  23,  C.  A.  White  Trucking 
Company:  MC  72243,  Sub  60,  The  Aetna 
Freight  Lines,  Inc.;  MC  83836,  Sub.  121, 
Wales  Transportation,  Inc.;  MC  88380,  Sub. 
19,  Reb  Transportation,  Inc.;  MC  119908, 
Sub  28,  Western  Lines,  Inc.;  and  MC  133916, 
Sub  3.  OTfan  Transportation  Compimy, 
now  being  assigned  September  18,  1975  (2 


days),  at  Birmingham,  Alabama,  In  a  hear¬ 
ing  room  to  be  designated  later. 

fsEALl  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doc  75-19937  Filed  7-30-75; 8: 45  am] 


|AB  6  (Sub-No.  7)  ] 

BURLINGTON  NORTHERN  INC. 

Abandonment  of  Service 

July  22, 1975. 

'  In  the  matter  of  Burlington  Northern 
Inc.,  abandonment  between  Brisbin  and 
Gardiner,  Park  County,  Montana. 

The  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
hereby  gives  notice  that:  1.  By  order 
served  May  22,  1975,  applicant  was  re¬ 
quired  to  publish  a  notice  in  Park  County, 
Mont.,  that  an  environmental  threshold 
assessment  survey  was  made  in  the 
above-entitled  proceeding  and  based  on 
that  assessment  it  was  determined  that 
the  proceeding  does  not  constitute  a  ma¬ 
jor  Federal  action  significantly  affecting 
the  quality  of  the  human  environment 
within  the  meaning  of  the  National  En¬ 
vironmental  Policy  Act  of  1969  (NEPA), 
42  U.S.C.  4321,  et  seg.  2.  No  comments  in 
opposition,  of  an' environmental  nature, 
were  received  by  the  Commission  in  re¬ 
sponse  to  the  May  22,  1975,  order  and 
subsequent  notice.  3.  This  proceeding  Is 
now  ready  for  further  disposition  within 
the  Office  of  Hearings  or  the  Office  of 
Proceedings  as  appropriate. 

(sealI  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

(PR  Doc.76-19940  PUed  7-30-75:8:45  am] 


[AB  6  (Sub-No.  26)  ] 

BURLINGTON  NORTHERN  INC. 
Abandonment  of  Service 

July  22,  1975. 

In  the  matter  of  Burlington  Northern, 
Inc.,  abandonment  between  Minnewau- 
kan  and  Brlnsmade,  in  Benson  County, 
North  Dakota. 


(Finance  Docket  No.  27786:  AB  6 
(Sub-No.  28)  ] 

BURLINGTON  NORTHERN,  INC. 

Abandonment  of  Service 

July  22,  1975. 

In  the  matter  of  Burlington  Northern, 
Inc.,  abandonment  between  Kenesaw 
and  Kearney,  in  Adams,  Buffalo  and 
Kearney  Counties,  Nebraska  and  track¬ 
age  rights  over  Union  Pacific  Railroad 
Company  between  Hastings  and  Kear¬ 
ney,  Nebraska. 

The  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
hereby  gives  notice  that:  1.  By  order 
served  Jime  13,  1975,  applicant  was  re¬ 
quired  to  publish  a  notice  in  Hall,  Buf¬ 
falo,  Kearney  and  Adams  Counties, 
Nebr.,  that  an  environmental  threshold 
assessment '  survey  was  made  in  the 
above-entitled  proceeding  and  based  on 
that  assessment  it  was  determined  that 
the  proceeding  does  not  constitute  a 
major  Federal  action  significantly  af¬ 
fecting  the  quality  of  the  human  en¬ 
vironment  within  the  meaning  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969  (NEPA),  42  U.S.C.  4321,  et  seq.  2. 
No  comments  in  opposition,  of  an  en¬ 
vironmental  nature,  were  received  by 
the  Commission  in  response  to  the  June 
13,  1975,  order  and  subsequent  notice.  3. 
This  proceeding  is  now  ready  for  further 
disposition  within  the  Office  of  Hearings 
or  the  Office  of  Proceedings  as  appro¬ 
priate, 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.75  19946  Piled  7-30-76:8:46  am] 


(AB  1  (Sub-No.  25)  ] 

CHICAGO  AND  NORTH  WESTERN 
TRANSPORTATION  CO. 

Abandonment  of  Service 

July  22, 1975. 

In  the  matter  of  Chicago  and  North 
Western  Transportation  Company  aban- 
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donment  between  Conrad  and  Eldora,  In 
Orundy  and  Hardin  Countlea.  Iowa. 

*nie  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
hereby  gives  notice  that:  1.  By  order 
served  June  2,  1975,  applicant  was  re¬ 
quired  to  publish  a  notice  in  Orundy 
and  Hardin  Counties,  la.,  that  an  envi¬ 
ronmental  threshold  assessment  siirvey 
was  made  In  the  above-mtitled  proceed¬ 
ing  and  based  on  that  assessment  It  was 
determined  that  the  proceeding  does  not 
constitute  a  major  Federal  action  sig¬ 
nificantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  vlthin  the  meaning 
of  the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act 
of  1969  (NEPA) ,  42  U.S.C.  4321,  et  seq.  2. 
No  comments  in  opposition,  of  an  envi¬ 
ronmental  nature,  were  received  by  the 
Commission  In  response  to  the  Jime  2, 
1975,  order  and  subsequent  notice.  3. 
This  proceeding  Is  now  ready  for  further 
disposition  within  the  Office  of  Hearings 
or  the  Office  of  Proceedings  as 
appropriate. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

IPR  Doc.75-19942  PUed  7-30-76:8:45  am] 


[AB  104] 

EAST  TENNESSEE  AND  WESTERN  NORTH 
CAROUNA  RAILROAD  CO. 

Abandonment  of  Service 

July  22, 1975. 

In  the  matter  of  Blast  Tennessee  and 
Western  North  Carolina  Railroad  Com¬ 
pany  abandonment  west  of  the  O’Brien 
Station  In  Carter  County,  Tennessee. 

The  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
hereby  gives  notice  that:  1.  By  order 
served  Jime  5,  1975,  applicant  was  re¬ 
quired  to  publish  a  notice  In  Carter 
County,  Tenn.,  that  an  environmental 
threshold  assessment  survey  was  made  In 
the  above-entitled  proceeding  and  based 
on  that  assessment  It  was  determined 
that  the  proceeding  does  not  constitute 
a  major  Federal  action  significantly 
affecting  the  quality  of  the  human  envi¬ 
ronment  within  the  meaning  of  the 
National  Ebivironmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969  (NEPA),  42  U.S.C.  4321,  et  seq.  2. 
No  comments  in  op£>osition,  of  an  envi¬ 
ronmental  nature,  were  received  by  the 
Commission  in  response  to  the  Jime  5, 
1975,  order  and  subsequent  notice.  3.  This 
proceeding  Is  now  ready  for  further  dis¬ 
position  within  the  Office  of  Hearings  or 
the  Office  of  Proceedings  as  appropriate. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

IPR  Doc.75-19943  FUed  7-30-76:8:46  am] 


(AB  2  (Sub-No.  3)  ] 

LOUISVILLE  AND  NASHVILLE 
RAILROAD  CO. 

Abandonment  of  Service 

July  22, 1975. 

In  the  matter  of  Louisville  and  Nash¬ 
ville  Railroad  Company  abandonment 
between  Opp  and  Florala,  Covington 
County,  Alabama. 


NOTICES 

The  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
hereby  gives  notice  that:  1.  By  order 
served  March  28, 1975,  iqjpllcant  was  re¬ 
quired  to  publish  a  notice  In  Covington 
County,  Ala.,  that  an  environmental 
threshold  assessment  survey  was  made 
In  the  above-entitled  proceeding  and 
based  on  that  assessment  It  was  deter¬ 
mined  that  the  proceeding  does  not  con¬ 
stitute  a  major  Federal  action  signifi¬ 
cantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the  human 
environment  within  the  meaning  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969  (NEPA).  42  U.S.C.  4321,  et  seq.  2. 
No  comments  in  opposition,  of  an  en¬ 
vironmental  nature,  were  received  by  the 
Commission  in  response  to  the  Marc^  28, 
1975,  order  and  subsequent  notice.  3.  This 
proceeding  is  now  ready  for  further  dis¬ 
position  within  the  Office  of  Hearings  or 
the  Office  of  Proceedings  as  appr(H>riate. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.76-19946  FUed  7-30-76:8:45  am] 


FOURTH  SECTION  APPUCATION  FOR 
RELIEF 

July  28, 1975. 

An  application,  as  summarized  below, 
has  been  filed  requesting  relief  from  the 
requirements  of  Section  4  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Act  to  permit  common 
carriers  named  or  described  in  the  ap¬ 
plication  to  maintain  higher  rates  and 
charges  at  Intermediate  points  than 
those  sought  to  be  established  at  more 
distant  points. 

Protests  to  the  granting  of  an  applica¬ 
tion  must  be  prepared  In  accordance  with 
Rule  40  of  the  (General  Rules  of  Practice 
(49  CFR  1100.40)  and  filed  on  or  before 
August  15, 1975. 

PSA  No.  43021 — Joint  Water-Rail  Con¬ 
tainer  Rates — Seatrain  International, 
S.A.  Filed  by  Seatrain  International, 
S.A..  (No.  WEE-11),  for  Itself  and  Inter¬ 
ested  rail  carriers.  Rates  on  general  com¬ 
modities,  between  rail  terminals  in  Gulf¬ 
port,  Mississippi,  Mobile,  Alabama  and 
Pensacola.  Florida,  on  the  one  hand,  and 
European  ports  and  terminals,  on  the 
other.  Grounds  for  relief — Water  com¬ 
petition.  Tariffs — Seatrain  International. 
S-A.,  tariff  No.  R.W.  1, 1.C.C.  No.  9,  P.M.C. 
No.  38,  and  5  other  schedules  named  In 
the  application.  Rates  are  published  to 
become  effective  on  August  25,  1975. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.75-19938  FUed  7-30-75:8:45  am] 


IRREGULAR-ROUTE  MOTOR  COMMON 
CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY 

Elimination  of  Gateway  Applications 
July  28. 1975. 

The  following  applications  to  eliminate 
gateways  for  the  purpose  of  reducing 
highway  congestion,  alleviating  air  and 
noise  pollution,  minimizing  safety  haz¬ 
ards,  and  conserving  fuel  have  been  filed 
with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commls- 
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Sion  under  the  Commission’s  Gateway 
Elimination  Rules  (49  CFR  1065«1)  (2)), 
and  notice  thereof  to  all  Interested  per¬ 
sons  is  hereby  given  as  provided  In  such 
rules. 

Carriers  having  a  genuine  Interest  In 
an  applleatton-  may  file  an  original  and 
three  copies  of  verified  statements  In 
opposition  wltlv  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commteslon  ou  or  before  September  2, 
1975.  (This  procedure  Is  outlined  In  the 
Commission’s  report  and  order  In  Gate¬ 
way  Elimination,  119  M.C.C.  530.)  A  copy 
of  the  verified  statement  In  opposition 
must  also  be  served  upon  applicant  or  Its 
named  representative.  The  verified 
statement  should  contain  all  the  evi¬ 
dence  upon  which  protestant  relies  In  the 
application  proceeding  including  a  de¬ 
tailed  statement  of  protestant’s  Interest 
in  the  proposal.  No  rebuttal  statements 
will  be  accepted. 

No.  MC  111545  (Sub-No.  199G)  (No¬ 
tice),  filed  June  4,  1974,  and  pub¬ 
lished  In  the  Federal  Register  issue 
of  March  20.  1975.  Applicant:  HOME 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  INC., 
1425  Franklin  Rd.,  Marietta,  Ga. 
30062.  Ai>plicant’s  representative:  Rob¬ 
ert  E.  Etom,  P.O.  Box  6426,  Mari¬ 
etta,  Ga.  30062.  By  letters  dated 
April  2.  1975  and  May  13,  1975,  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative  requested  republl- 
catlon  of  this  request  for  authority  In 
the  Federal  Register  as  a  result  of  “cer¬ 
tain  errors’’.  As  a  result  of  those  requests 
the  public  docket  in  this  proceeding  was 
removed  from  public  access  and  all  in¬ 
terested  parties  were  advised  that  this 
Commission  Intended  to  renotice  the  cor¬ 
rected  request  for  authority  in  a  sub¬ 
sequent  Federal  Register  issue,  thereby 
extending  participation  deadlines.  The 
Commission  has  discovered  that  appli¬ 
cant’s  request  for  republication  In  all 
aspects  seeks  to  amend  the  application 
In  a  broadening  manner,  and  ^e  rules 
in  Gateway  Elimination,  49  CF’Jl.  S  1065 
do  not  provide  for  the  filing  of  broaden¬ 
ing  amendments.  The  previous  Federal 
Register  notice  of  March  20,  1975,  in 
MC  111545  (Sub-No.  199G),  stands  cor¬ 
rect  in  its  entirety.  Interest^  parties  to 
this  proceeding  have  30  days  from  the 
date  of  this  notice  to  file  an  original  and 
three  copies  of  verified  statements  in  op¬ 
position  to  the  granting  of  the  authority 
sought  in  this  application. 

No.  MC  119968  (Sub-No.  9G)  (Restric¬ 
tive  amendment),  filed  June  4,  1974, 
published  In  the  Federal  Register  Issue 
of  June  3,  1975,  and  republished  as 
amended  this  Issue.  Applicant:  A.  J. 
WEIGAND,  INC.,  1046  N.  Tuscarawas 
Avenue,  Dover,  Ohio  44622.  Applicant's 
representative:  Paul  F.  Beery,  8  East 
Broad  Street,  Columbus.  Ohio  43215.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Such  commodities 
as  are  manufactured,  sold,  dealt  In  or 
utilized  by  chemical  manufacturing 
plants,  (1)  between  points  In  Connecti¬ 
cut,  Unaware,  Massfu:husetts,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania.  Maryland.  New  York,  New  Jersey, 
and  Rhode  Island,  on  the  one  hand,  and. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  40,  NO.  148— THURSDAY,  JULY  31,  1975 


32198 


NOTICES 


on  the  other,  points  in  Ohio,  Illinois,  In¬ 
diana,  the  Lower  Peninsula  of  Michigan, 
and  Kentucky;  (2)  between  points  In 
West  Virginia  on  and  west  of  n.S.  High¬ 
way  19,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Connecticut,  Delaware, 
Massachusetts,  New  York,  New  Jersey, 
Rhode  Island,  Pennsylvania,  and  Mary¬ 
land;  (3)  between  points  In  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  the  Lower 
Peninsula  of  Michigan,  and  points  in 
Ohio  on  and  north  of  Interstate  High¬ 
way  70;  (4)  between  points  in  Kentucky, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  the  Lower  Peninsula  of  Michigan;  (5) 
between  points  in  Ohio  on  and  north  of 
a  line  beginning  on  Interstate  Highway 
70  at  the  Ohio- West  Virginia  State  line, 
thence  west  on  Interstate  Highway  70 
to  Columbus,  Ohio,  and  on  and  east  of  a 
line  beginning  at  Columbus,  Ohio,  tiience 
north  on  U.S.  Highway  23  to  the  inter¬ 
section  with  Ohio  Highway  53,  thence 
north  on  Ohio  Highway  53  to  the  Ohio- 
Lake  Erie  Boundapr  line  near  Port  Clin¬ 
ton,  Ohio,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  ix>ints  in  Kentucky,  Illinois,  In¬ 
diana.  and  the  lower  Peninsula  of  Mich¬ 
igan. 

Note. — In  this  republication  the  Commis¬ 
sion  has  attempted  to  strike  all  issues  which 
might  broaden  the  request  for  authority  as 
previously  noticed  in  the  Federal  Register. 
Interested  parties  are  advised  that  the  rules 
In  Gateway  Elimination  codified  at  49  C.F.R. 
i  1065  make  no  provision  for  broadening 
amendments  or  consideration  of  untimely 
filed  supplemental  materials. 

The  following  letter-notices  of  propo- 
ate  to  stay  commencement  of  the  pro¬ 
pose  of  reducing  highway  congestion,  al¬ 
leviating  air  and  noise  pollution,  min¬ 
imizing  safety  hazards,  and  conserving 
fuel  have  been  filed  with  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  under  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Gateway  Elimination  Rules  (49 
CFR  1065) ,  and  notice  thereof  to  all  in¬ 
terested  persons  is  hereby  given  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  such  rules. 

An  original  and  two  copies  of  protests 
against  the  proposed  elimination  of  any 
gateway  herein  described  may  be  filed 
with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion  on  or  before  August  11, 1975.  A  copy 
must  also  be  served  upon  applicant  or  its 
representative.  Protests  against  the 
elimination  of  a  gateway  will  not  oper¬ 
ate  to  stay  commencement  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  opieration. 

Successively  filed  letter-notices  of  the 
same  carrier  under  these  rules  will  be 
numbered  consecutively  for  convenience 
in  identification.  Protests,  if  any,  must 
refer  to  such  letter-notices  by  number. 

No.  MC  504  (Sub-No.  E5) ,  filed  May  17, 
1974.  Applicant:  HARPER  MOTOR 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  6985,  Atlanta,  Ga. 
30315.  Applicant’s  representative:  B.  K. 
McClain  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities,  ex¬ 
cept  those  of  unusual  value.  Classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  commodities 
in  bulk,  and  those  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment,  (1)  from  points  in  Maryland,  west 


of  Interstate  Highway  83,  except  Balti¬ 
more,  Maryland,  to  points  in  North 
Carolina  in  the  Counties  of  Charms, 
Union,  Stanly,  Montgcxnery,  Anson, 
Richmond,  Scotland,  Moore,  Chatham, 
Lee,  Harnett,  Hoke,  Robeson,  Bladen, 
Cumberland,  Sampson,  Duplin,  and 
Johnston,  and  points  in  Mecklenburg 
Coimty  on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  21. 
and  points  in  Durham  Coimty  oil  and 
south  of  Interstate  Highway  85,  and 
points  in  Wake  C\>unty  on  and  south  of 
U.S.  Highways  70  and  64,  and  points  in 
Wayne  County  on  and  east  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  117,  and  points  in  Columbus  County 
(except  those  south  of  U.S.  Highway  76 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  701,  thence 
U.S.  Highway  701  to  North  Carolina- 
South  Carolina  state  line) ;  (2)  from 
points  in  Pennsylvania,  west  of  U.S. 
Highway  15  from  the  New  York-Penn- 
sylvania  state  line  to  Harrisburg,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  thence  Interstate  Highway  83 
to  the  Pennsylvania-Maryland  state  line, 
and  New  York,  New  York,  to  points  in 
North  Carolina  in  the  counties  of  Har¬ 
nett,  Lee.  Sampson,  Hoke,  Chimberland, 
Bladen,  Robeson,  Scotland,  Richmond, 
Moore,  Anson,  Montgomery,  Union, 
Stanly,  Cabarrus,  Rowan,  Randolph, 
Davidson,  Guilford,  Alamance,  (Chatham, 
Orange,  Durham,  Wake,  Johnston, 
Wayne,  Lenoir,  and  Duplin,  and  points 
in  Mecklenburg  County  on  and  east  of 
U.S.  Highway  21,  and  points  in  Colum¬ 
bus  County,  except  those  south  of  U.S. 
Highway  76  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
701,  thence  U.S.  Highway  701  to  the 
North  Carolina -South  Carolina  state 
line:  and  (3)  from  points  in  New  Jersey 
and  Delaware,  and  points  in  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  on  and  east  of  UB.  Highway  15, 
from  the  New  York-Pennsylvania  state 
line  to  Harrisburg,  Pennsylvania,  thence 
Interstate  Highway  83  to  the  Pennsyl¬ 
vania-Maryland  state  line,  and  Balti¬ 
more.  Maryland,  and  points  in  Maryland 
on  and  east  of  Interstate  Highway  83,  in¬ 
cluding  points  in  Maryland  in  the  Del- 
Mar  Peninsular,  to  points  in  North  Car¬ 
olina  in  the  counties  of  Harnett,  Lee, 
Sampison,  Hoke.  Chimberland.  Bladen, 
Robeson,  Scotland,  Richmond,  Moore, 
Anson,  Montgomery,  Union,  Stanly,  Ca¬ 
barrus,  Rowan.  Randolph,  Davidson, 
Davie,  Forsyth.  Guilford,  Alamance. 
Chatham,  Durham,  Orange,  Wake,  and 
Johnston,  and  pioints  in  Wayne  and  Dup¬ 
lin  Counties  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway 
117,  and  pioints  in  Iredell  and  Mecklen¬ 
burg  Counties  on  and  east  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  21,  and  p>oints  in  Columbus  County, 
except  those  south  of  U.S.  Highway  76  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  701,  thence  U.S. 
Highway  701  to  the  North  Carolina-South 
Carolina  state  line.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  San¬ 
ford,  North  Carolina. 

No.  MC  504  (Sub-No.  E6) ,  filed  May  31, 
1974.  Applicant:  HARPER  MOTOR 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  6985,  Atlanta.  Ga. 
30315.  Applicant’s  representative:  B.  K. 
McClain  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Marble  and  granite;  (1) 
from  points  in  South  Carolina  to  ix)ints 
in  Missouri  (except  St.  Louis,  Mo.) ,  and 


px)ints  in  St.  CTharles,  St.  Louis.  Jefferson, 
and  Franklin;  and  (2)  from  pwints  in 
South  Carolina  <»i  and  west  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  25  to  pwlnts  in  North  Carolina  on  and 
east  of  UJ3.  Highway  17.  ITie  purix>se  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Elberton,  Ga.,  and  points  within  25  miles 
thereof. 

No.  MC  504  (Sub-E13).  filed  May  30. 

1974.  Applicant:  HARPER  MOTOR 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  6985,  Atlanta. 
Ga.  30315.  Applicant’s  representative: 
B.  K.  McClain  (same  as  above) .  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  opierate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier.  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Textiles  and  tex¬ 
tile  products,  (a)  from  points  in  South 
Carolina  on  and  south  of  U.S.  Highway  1, 
extending  from  North  Augusta,  South 
Carolina,  to  Columbia,  South  Carolina, 
thence  U.S.  Highway  378  to  Conway, 
South  Carolina,  thence  U.S.  Highway 
501  to  Myrtle  Beach,  South  Carolina,  to 
p>oints  in  Virginia,  except  points  west  of 
U.S.  Highway  220.  (b)  From  pnilnts  in 
South  Carolina,  to  points  in  Connecticut, 
Maryland.  Massachusetts,  New  Jersey. 
New  York,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island, 
and  Wilmington,  Delaware.  The  puiDose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
of  pioints  in  North  Carolina  and  South 
Carolina  within  25  miles  of  Laurinburg, 
North  Carolina  (Cheraw,  South  Caro- 
lina-Nemmettsville,  South  Carolina-Dil- 
lon.  South  Carolina). 

No.  MC  1668  (Sub-El),  filed  May  19. 

1975.  Applicant:  RITEWAY  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  285  Old  Hook  Road,  Westwood, 
N.J.  07675.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Edward  M.  Alfano,  550  Mamaroneck 
Ave.,  Harrison,  N.Y.  10528.  Authority 
sought  to  op>erate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transpiorting:  General  commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  those  of  unusual  value,  classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  household  goods  sis  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  commodities  in 
bulk,  and  those  requiring  sp>ecial  equip¬ 
ment),  (1)  between  points  In  Bergen, 
Passaic.  Hudson,  Essex,  Union  and  Mor¬ 
ris  Counties,  N.J.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Dutchess  and  Put¬ 
nam  Counties,  N.Y.;  and  (2)  between 
pwints  in  Bergen  and  Hudson  Counties. 
N.J.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Sullivan  County,  N.Y,  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  points  in  Rockland  County, 
N.Y. 

No.  MC  7258  (Sub  El),  filed  May  2. 
1974.  Applicant:  NORTHWAYS  INCOR¬ 
PORATED,  P.O.  Box  521,  Greenfield. 
Mass.  01301.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Frederich  J.  Harris  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  paper,  paper  prod¬ 
ucts,  and  materials,  supplies,  and  equip¬ 
ment  used  in  the  manufacture  of  paper 
and  paper  products  (except  commodities 
in  bulk  and  those  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment)  ,  between  points  and  places  in 
Ma.ssachusetts  on  and  East  of  Massachu¬ 
setts  Highway  10,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  Bennington,  Vermont, 
points  in  the  State  of  New  York  east 
and  north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
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Boundary  of  the  United  States  and 
Canada,  and  extending  south  along  New 
York  Highway  374  to  Chateaugay,  thence 
along  New  York  Highway  30  to  Junction 
U.S.  Highway  20,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  20  to  junction  New  York  Highway  7 
to  the  New  York- Vermont  State  line.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Monroe  Bridge,  Mass. 

No.  MC  14552  (Sub-No.  E14) ,  filed  May 
20,  1974.  Applicant:  J.  V.  McNICHOLAS 
TRANSFER  CO.,  P.O.  Box  749,  Youngs¬ 
town,  Ohio  44501.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Brian  S.  Stem,  Suite  318,  933 
North  Kenmore  Street,  Arlington,  Va, 
22201.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Steel  mill 
equipment,  materials,  and  supplies  (ex¬ 
cept  commodities  in  bulk,  commodities 
the  transportation  of  which  requires  spe¬ 
cial  equipment,  and  rolling  mill  rolls), 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  iron 
and  steel  pipe,  conduit,  metallic  tubing, 
and  fittings  for  such  commodities,  from 
those  points  in  Ohio  on,  east  and  north 
of  a  line  beginning  at  Lake  Erie  and 
extending  along  Ohio  Highway  57  to 
junction  Interstate  Highway  80,  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  80  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  77,  thence  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  77  to  junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  70,  thence  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  70  to  the  Ohio-West  Vir¬ 
ginia  State  line,  to  points  in  Iowa  and 
Minnesota.  Hie  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  the  plant 
site  of  Youngstown  Sheet  and  Tube 
Company  at  or  near  Youngstown,  Ohio, 
and  the  plant  site  of  Jones  &  Laughlin 
Steel  Corp.,  at  Niles,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  14552  (Sub-No.  E16),  filed 
May  20,  1974.  Applicant:  J.  V.  McNIC¬ 
HOLAS  TRANSFER.  CO.,  P.O.  Box  749, 
Youngstown,  Ohio  44501.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Brian  S.  Stem,  Suite  318, 
933  North  Kenmore  Street,  Arlington,  Va. 
22201.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Steel  mill 
equipment,  materials,  and  supplies  (ex¬ 
cept  commodities  in  bulk,  commodities 
the  transportation  of  which  requires  spe¬ 
cial  equipment,  and  rolling  mill  rolls), 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  iron 
and  steel  pipe,  conduit,  metallic  tubing, 
and  fittings  for  such  commodities,  from 
those  points  in  Ohio  on,  east  and  north 
of  a  line  beginning  at  Lake  Erie  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  Ohio  Highway  44  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  62,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  62  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  77,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway 
77  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  250,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  250  to  the  Ohio- West 
Virginia  State  line,  those  in  West  Vir¬ 
ginia  east  of  U.S.  Highway  250,  and  those 
in  Virginia  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Virginia-West  Virginia  State  line  and 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  250  tc 
junction  U.S.  Highway  60,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  60  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean, 
to  those  points  in  Indiana  on  and  north 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Ohio-Indiana 
State  line  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  224  to  jiuiction  U.S.  Highway 
24,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  24  to  the 


Indiana-minois  State  line.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
of  the  plant  site  of  Youngstown  Sheet 
and  Tube  Company  at  or  near  Youngs¬ 
town,  Ohio  and  the  plant  site  of  Jones  & 
Laughlin  Steel  Corp.,  at  Niles,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  14552  (Sub-No.  E18),  filed 
May  20,  1974.  Applicant:  J.  V.  McNICH¬ 
OLAS  TRANSFER  CO.,  P.O.  Box  749, 
Youngstown,  Ohio  44501.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Brian  S.  Stem,  Suite  318, 
933  North  Kenmore  Street,  Arlington,  Va. 
22201.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Steel  mill 
equipment,  materials,  and  supplies  (ex¬ 
cept  commodities  in  bulk,  commodities 
the  transportation  of  which  requires 
special  equipment,  and  rolling  mill  rolls) , 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  iron 
and  steel  pipe,  conduit,  metallic  tubing, 
and  fittings  for  such  commodities,  from 
points  in  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Mary¬ 
land,  Massachusetts,  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia,  to  points  in 
Missouri.  'The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  the  plant  site 
of  Youngstown  Sheet  and  Tube  Company 
at  or  near  Youngstown,  Ohio,  and  the 
plant  site  of  Jones  &  Laughlin  Steel  Corp., 
at  Niles,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  14552  (Sub  E20) ,  filed  May  20, 
1974.  Applicant:  J.  V.  McNICHOLAS 
TRANSFER  CO.,  P.O.  Box  749,  Youngs¬ 
town,  Ohio  44501.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Brian  S.  Stem,  Suite  318,  933 
North  Kenmore  Street,  Arlington,  Va. 
22201.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Steel-mill 
equipment,  materials,  and  supplies  (ex¬ 
cept  commodities  in  bulk,  commodities 
the  transportation  of  which  requires 
special  equipment,  and  rolling  mill  rolls) , 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  iron 
and  steel  pipe,  conduit,  metallic  tubing, 
and  fittings  for  such  commodities,  from 
points  In  Connecticut,  Massachusetts, 
Delaware,  Rhode  Island,  Maryland, 
Pennsylvania,  New  York,  New  Jersey,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia,  to  points  in 
Minnesota.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the  plant  site 
of  Youngstown  Sheet  and  Tube  Com¬ 
pany  at  Youngstown,  Ohio,  and  the 
plant  site  of  Jones  &  Laughlin  Corp.  at 
Niles,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  14552  (Sub  E21),  filed  May  20, 
1974.  Applicant:  J.  V.  McNICHOLAS 
TRANSFER  CO.,  P.O.  Box  749,  Youngs¬ 
town,  Ohio  44501.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Brian  S.  Stem,  Suite  318,  933  North 
Kenmore  Street,  Arlington,  Va.  22201. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Steel-mill  equip¬ 
ment,  materials,  and  supplies  (except 
commodities  in  bulk,  commodities  the 
transportation  of  which  requires  special 
equipment,  and  rolling  mill  rolls),  re¬ 
stricted  to  the  transportation  of  iron  and 
steel  pipe,  conduit,  metallic  tubing,  and 
fittings  for  such  commodities,  from  those 
points  in  Ohio  on  east  and  north  of  a  line 
beginning  at  Lake  Erie  and  extending 
along  Ohio  Highway  237  to  jiuiction  Ohio 


Highway  82,  to  Junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  77,  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  250, 
those  in  West  Virginia  on  and  north  of 
UJ3.  Highway  250,  and  those  in  Virginia 
on  and  north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Virginia- West  Virginia  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  250  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  60  to  the  Atlantic 
Ocean,  to  points  in  Illinois.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  Is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  the  plantsite  cj  the  Youngstown  l^eet 
and  Tube  Compa|kv  at  Youngstown,  Ohio, 
and  Jones  ti  l4ughlin  Steel  Corp.  at 
Niles.  Ohio.  ' 

No.  MC  29079  (E40) .  filed  January  23, 
1975.  Applicant:  BRADA  MILLER 
FREIGHT  SYSTEM,  INC.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Edward  K.  Wheeler, 
Southern  Bldg.,  15th  &  H  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20005.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  general  commodities,  (1)  between 
points  in  Allegan  and  Kalamazoo  Coun¬ 
ties,  Mich.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Illinois  in  and  south  of 
Vermilion,  Coles,  Shelby,  Montgomery, 
Macoupin,  Jersey,  and  Calhoun  Coun¬ 
ties,  and  St.  Louis,  Mo.;  (2)  between 
points  in  Barry  and  Calhoun  Coimties, 
Mich.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Illinois  in  and  south  of 
Hancock,  Schuyler,  Mason,  Memard, 
Cass,  Morgan,  Macoupin,  Montgomery, 
Shelby,  Moultri,  Douglas,  and  Vermillion 
Counties  and  St.  Louis,  Mo.;  (3)  between 
points  in  Bay.  Gratiot,  Midland,  and 
Sagnaw  Counties,  Mich.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other  hand,  points  in 
Illinois  in  and  south  of  Hancock,  Schuy¬ 
ler,  Mason,  Menard.  Morgan,  Macoupin, 
Montgomery,  Shelby,  Moultri,  Platt, 
Champaign,  and  Vermilion  Counties  and 
St.  Louis,  Mo.;  (4)  between  points  in 
Berrien  County,  Mich.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Illinois  in 
and  south  of  St.  Clair,  Clinton,  Wash¬ 
ington,  Jefferson,  Clay,  Richland,  and 
Crawford  Counties,  and  St.  Louis,  Mo.; 
(5)  between  points  in  Branch  and  Hills¬ 
dale  County,  Mich.,  on  the  one  hand,  and 
on  the  other,  points  in  Illinois  in  and 
south  of  Hancock.  McDonough,  Fulton, 
Tazewell,  Mason,  Menard,  Morgan,  Ma¬ 
coupin,  Montgomery,  Shelby,  Macon  De 
Witt,  Piatt,  Champaign,  and  Vermilion 
Coimties,  and  St.  Louis,  Mo.;  (6)  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Cass  and  Van  Buren 
Coimties,  Mich.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Illinois  in  and 
south  of  Calhoun,  Jersey,  Macoupin, 
Montgomery,  Shelby,  Coles,  and  Clark 
Counties  and  St.  Loids  Mo. 

(7)  Between  points  in  Clinton,  Eaton, 
and  Ingham  Counties.  Mich.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Illi¬ 
nois  in  and  south  of  Hancock,  Schuyler. 
Mason,  Menard,  Morgan,  Macoupin, 
Montgomery,  Shelby,  Macon,  DeWltt, 
Platt,  Champaign,  and  Vermilion  Coun¬ 
ties  and  St.  Louis,  Mo.;  (8)  between 
points  in  Genessee,  LaPerr,  Livingston, 
and  Shiwasse  Coimties,  Mich.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  the  other,  points  in  Illi¬ 
nois  in  and  south  of  Hancock,  McDon¬ 
ough,  Fulton,  Tazewell,  Mason,  Menard, 
Morgan,  Macoupin,  Montgomery,  Shel- 
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by.  Macon,  DeWitt,  Piatt,  Champaign, 
Vermilion  Counties;  (9)  b^ween  points 
In  Huron.  Sanilac,  and  Tuscola  Counties, 
Mich„  on  the  <me  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Illinois  in  and  south  of 
Hancock,  McDonough.  Fulton,  Peoria. 
Tazewell,  McLean,  Ford,  and  Vermilion 
Counties,  and  St.  Louis,  Mo.;  (10)  be¬ 
tween  points  In  Ionia,  Montcalm,  and 
Ottawa  Coxmtles,  Mich.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Illinois  In 
and  south  of  Clahoim.  Jersey,  Macoupin, 
Montgomery,  Shelby,  Coles,  and  Clark 
Counties  and  St.  Louis,  Mo.;  (11)  be¬ 
tween  Isabella  and  Mecosta  Counties, 
Mich.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Illinois  in  and  south  of 
Hancock,  Schuyler,  Mason,  Menard, 
Morgan,  Macoupin,  Montgomery,  Shelby, 
Macon,  DeWltt,  Platt,  Champaign,  and 
Vermilion  Counties,  and  St.  Louis  Mo.; 
(12)  between  points  in  Jackson  County, 
Mich.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  In  Dlinois  In  and  south  of 
Hancock,  McDonough,  Fulton,  Tazewell, 
Mason.  Menard,  Sangamon,  Macon,  De- 
Witt,  Piatt,  (Thampaign,  and  Vermilion 
Counties,  and  St.  Louis,  Mo.;  (13)  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Lenawee  and  Washen- 
tenaw  Counties,  Mich.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and  on  the  other,  points  in  Dlinois  in  and 
south  of  Hancock,  McDonough,  Pulton, 
Peoria,  Woodford,  Tazewell,  Mason, 
Menard,  Sangamon,  Macon,  DeWitt, 
matt.  Champaign,  and  Vermilion  Coun¬ 
ties,  and  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

(14)  Between  points  in  Macomb  and 
St.  Clair  CJoimties,  Mich.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Dli- 
nois  in  and  south  of  Hancock,  Mc¬ 
Donough,  Fulton,  Peoria,  Stark,  Wood¬ 
ford,  McLean,  Ford,  and  Vermilion  Coim- 
ties,  and  St.  Louis,  Mo.;  (15)  between 
points  in  Muskegon  and  Ocean  Counties, 
Mich.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other  points  in  Dlinois-  in  and  south  of 
Calhoun,  Jersey,  Macoupin,  Montgomery, 
Shelby.  (Toles,  and  Clark  Counties,  and 
St.  Louis,  Mo.;  (16)  between  points  in 
Newago  Coimty,  Mich.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Dlinois  in 
and  south  of  Calhoim,  Jersey,  Macoupin, 
Montgomery,  Shelby,  Coles,  and  Edgar 
Counties,  and  St.  Louis,  Mo.;  (17)  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Oakland  Coimty,  Mich., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Dlinois  in  and  south  of  Mercer, 
Knox,  Stark,  Peoria,  Tazewell,  McLean, 
Ford,  and  Vermilion  Counties,  and  St. 
Louis  Mo.;  (18)  between  points  in  St. 
Joseph  County,  Mich.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and  on  the  other,  points  in  Dlinois  in 
and  south  of  Hancock,  Adams,  Brown, 
Cass,  Mason,  Menard,  Sangamon,  Macon, 
De  Witt,  Piatt,  Champaign,  Vermilion 
Counties,  and  St.  Louis,  Mo.;  and  (19) 
between  points  in  Oakland,  Coimty, 
Mich.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Dlinois  in  and  south  of  Mercer, 
Knox.  Stark,  Peoria,  Woodford,  McLean, 
Ford,  and  Vermilion  Counties,  and  St. 
Louis.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  Is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Tipton  County, 
Ind. 

No.  MC  29886  (Sub-No.  73E),  filed 
23,  1974.  Applicant:  DALLAS  4c 
MAVIS,  4000  West  Sample  St..  South 


Bend,  Ind.  46627.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Charles  Pieronl  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  /rent  end 
shovel  loaders,  assembled,  and  industrial 
lift  trucks,  assembled,  which  because  of 
size  or  weight  require  special  equip¬ 
ment  (1)  between  points  In  Maine,  Ver¬ 
mont,  New  Hampshire.  Massachusetts, 
Connecticut,  Rhode  Isl^d,  New  Jersey, 
Pennsylvania,  and  New  York,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Washoe.  Storey,  Lyon.  Ormsby,  Douglas, 
and  Mineral  Counties,  Nev.,  those  in  Polk, 
Lincoln,  Benton,  Linn,  Lane.  Douglas, 
Coos,  Klamath,  Curry,  Josephine,  and 
Jackin  Counties,  Oreg.,  and  those 
points  in  California  on  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Pacific  Ocean  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  California  Highway  55  to 
junction  California  Highway  91,  to  junc¬ 
tion  California  Highway  57,  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  210,  to  junction  Cali¬ 
fornia  Highway  2,  to  junction  California 
Highway  138,  to  junction  U.8.  Highway 
395,  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  6,  to  the 
Califomia-Nevada  State  line;  (2)  be¬ 
tween  points  in  West  Virginia,  Virginia, 
North  Carolina.  Maryland,  Delaware,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Cali¬ 
fornia  (except  those  in  Inyo,  Tulare,  San 
Bernardino,  Kern,  Ventura,  Los  Angeles, 
Riverside,  Orange,  San  Diego,  and  Im¬ 
perial  Counties) ,  those  in  Washoe, 
Storey,  Lyon,  Ormsby,  Douglas,  and 
Mineral  Counties,  Nev.,  those  in  Marion, 
Polk,  Lincoln,  Benton,  Linn,  Lane, 
Douglas,  Klamath,  Cass,  CTurry, 
Josephine,  Jackson,  and  Lake  Counties, 
Oreg.;  and  (3)  between  points  in  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Tennessee,  Alabama,  Mississippi, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  California  (except  those  in 
Mono,  Kn5'o,  Tulare,  Kem,  Ventura,  Lc« 
Angeles,  Orange,  San  Diego,  Riverside, 
Imperial,  Santa  Barbara  and  San  Ber- 
nadino  Counties) ,  those  in  Washoe, 
Storey,  Lyon  Ormsby,  and  Douglas 
Counties.  Nev.,  and  those  in  Lake,  Kla¬ 
math,  Jackson,  Josephine,  Curry,  Coos, 
Douglas,  Lane,  B^ton,  and  Lincoln 
Counties,  Oreg.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  San  Lean¬ 
dro,  Calif. 

No.  MC  29886  (Sub-No.  80E),  filed 
April  11.  1975.  Applicant:  DALLAS  & 
MAVIS  FORWARDING  CO.,  INC.,  4000 
West  Sample  Street,  South  Bend,  Indiana 
46627.  Applicant’s  representative:  Paul  C. 
Ogren  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing  (a)  commodities,  which  because  of 
size  or  weight  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment  or  speidal  handling,  and  (b) 
self  propelled  articles  each  weighing 
15,000  pounds  or  more,  and  related  ma¬ 
chinery,  tools,  parts,  and  supplies  mov¬ 
ing  in  connection  therewith,  between 
points  in  New  Jersey,  on  the  one  hand, 
and  on  the  other  points  In  Vermont, 
New  Hampshire,  Maine,  Massachusetts, 
Rhode  Island,  New  York  and  Connecti¬ 
cut.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elimi¬ 
nate  the  gateway  of  New  York. 


No.  MC  30280  (Sub-No.  E65)  (Correc¬ 
tion),  filed  May  17.  1974,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  Octo^r  10,  1974. 
Applicant:  WA'TKINS  CAROLINA  EX¬ 
PRESS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636,  Atlanta,  Ga. 
30301.  Applicant’s  representative:  Paul 
Danlell  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  those  of  unusual  value,  class  A  and 
B  explosives,  livestock,  household  goods 
as  defined  by  the  Commission,  commod¬ 
ities  in  bulk,  commodities  requiring  spe¬ 
cial  equipment,  and  those  injurious  or 
contaminating  to  other  lading) ,  between 
Atlanta,  Ga.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  Danville,  Va.  'The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
of  Greenville,  S.C.,  and  Reldsvllle,  N.C. 
The  purpose  of  this  correction  is  to 
clarify  the  territorial  description. 

No.  MC  30280  (Sub-No.  E68)  (Correc¬ 
tion),  filed  May  17.  1974,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  October  10.  1974. 
Applicant:  WATKINS  CAROLINA  EX¬ 
PRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636,  Atlanta,  Gu. 
30301.  Applicant’s  representative:  Paul 
Daniell  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  those  of  unusual  value.  Class  A  and 
B  explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
commodities  requiring  special  equipment, 
and  those  Injurious  or  contaminating  to 
other  lading),  between  Atlanta,  Ga.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Lunenburg,  Mecklenburg,  Halifax, 
Charlotte,  Prince  Edwsu-d,  and  Nottaway 
Counties.  Va.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  Greenville, 
S.C.,  and  Reldsvllle,  N.C.  The  purpose  of 
this  correction  is  to  clarify  the  territorial 
description. 

No.  MC  31600  (Sub-No.  E5) ,  (Correc¬ 
tion)  .  filed  June  4,  1974,  published  in  the 
PEDERia  Register  June  19,  1975.  Appli¬ 
cant:  P.  B.  MUTRIE  MOTOR  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION,  INC.,  Calvary  Street. 
Waltham,  Mass.  02154.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Marshall  Kragen,  666  Elev¬ 
enth  St.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20001. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Liquid  chemicals, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Buffalo, 
N.Y.,  to  points  in  Maine,  New  Hamr>shire. 
and  points  in  Vermont  on  and  east  of 
U.S.  Highway  5,  restricted  against  the 
transportation  of  formaldehyde  and 
styrene,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  to 
points  in  New  Hampshire  and  Vermont. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Springfield,  Mass.  The 
purpose  of  this  correction  is  to  clarifv 
the  restriction. 

No.  MC  31600  (Sub-No.  E13)  (Cor¬ 
rection)  ,  filed  June  4,  1974,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  June  23,  197o.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  P.  B.  MUTRIE  MOTOR 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  Calvary 
Street,  Waltham,  Mass.  02154.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Marshall  Kragen, 
666  Eleventh  St.,  N.W..  Washington, 
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D.C.  20001.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting: 
(11)  Flxuyrinated  hydrocarbon  (com¬ 
pressed  gas),  trichloromonofltiorometh~ 
ane,  trichlorotrifluoroethane  and  di~ 
chlorotetrafluoroethane.  and  mixtures 
of  the  afore-mentioned  commodities,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  restricted  against 
petroleum  products,  from  points  In 
Maine  to  Baltimore,  Md.,  Cleveland,  Mi¬ 
nerva,  Portsmouth,  and  Waverly,  Ohio, 
and  Lancaster,  Norristown,  and  Tylers- 
port.  Pa.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  Edgewater 
or  Elizabeth,  N.J.  The  purpose  of  this 
correction  is  to  correct  a  typographical 
error. 

No.  MC  47142  (Sub-El),  filed  May  3, 
1974.  Applicant:  C.  I.  WHITTEN 
TRANSFER  COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  1833, 
Huntington,  W.  Va.  25719.  Applicant’s 
representative:  W.  R.  Long,  Jr.  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Classes  A,  B,  and  C  Explosives  and 
Blasting  Supplies,  between  Louisville, 
Kentucky,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Connecticut,  Maine, 
New  Hampshire,  and  Rhode  Island.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateways  of  any  point  in  Kentucky 
within  the  Louisville  Commercial  2k>ne, 
Martinsburg.  W.  Va.,  and  the  plant  site 
of  Atlas  C^hemical  Industries,  Inc.,  at  or 
near  Resmolds,  Pa. 

No.  MC  47142  (Sub-E2) ,  filed  May  3, 
1974.  Applicant:  C.  I.  WHITTEN 
TRANSFER  COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  1833, 
Huntington,  W.  Va.  25719.  Applicant’s 
representative:  W.  R.  Long,  Jr,  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Classes  A,  B,  and  C  Explosives,  and 
Blasting  Supplies,  between  Louisville, 
Kentucky,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Massachusetts.  New 
Jersey,  and  Vermont.  The  purpose  of 
this  Ming  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
of  any  point  within  the  Louisville,  Ken¬ 
tucky  Commercial  zone,  Martinsburg, 
W.  Va.  and  Pennsylvania. 

No.  MC  47142  (Sub-E3),  filed  May  3, 
1974.  Applicant:  C.  I.  WHITTEN 
TRANSFER  COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  1833, 
Himtlngton,  W.  Va.  25719.  Applicant’s 
representative:  W.  R.  Long,  Jr.  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting : 
Classes  A,  B,  and  C  explosives,  and 
Blasting  Supplies,  between  Louisville, 
Kentucky,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  New  York  on  and  east 
of  U.S.  Highway  62.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
of  any  point  in  Kentucky  within  the 
Louisville,  Ky.,  Commercial  Zone,  and 
Falrchance,  Pa.,  and  points  within  10 
miles  thereof. 

No.  MC  47142  (Sub-E4) ,  filed  May  3, 
1974.  AppUcant:  C.  I.  WHITTEN 
TRANSFER  COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  1833, 
Huntington,  W.  Va.  25719.  Applicant’s 


representative:  W.  R.  Long,  Jr,  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregiilar  routes,  transporting: 
Classes  A,  B,  and  C  explosives,  and 
Blasting  Supplies,  between  Louisville, 
Kentucky,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Pennsylvania  on  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  New  York- 
Pennsylvanla  State  line  and  extending 
south  along  U.S.  Highway  219  to  its 
junction  with  Interstate  80,  then  West 
along  Interstate  80  to  its  Junction  with 
Pennsylvania  Highway  68,  then  South¬ 
west  along  Pennsylvania  Highway  68  to 
the  Pennsylvania-Ohlo  State  line.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  any  point  in  Kentucky  with¬ 
in  the  Louisville,  Ky.,  Commercial  zone, 
and  points  within  10  miles  of  Falrchance, 
Pa.,  including  Falrchance. 

No.  MC  47142  (Sub-E5),  filed  May  3, 
1974.  Applicant:  C.  I.  WHITTEN 
’TRANSFER  COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  1833, 
Huntington,  W.  Va.  25719.  Applicant’s 
representative:  W.  R.  Long,  Jr.  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  .motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Classes  A.  B,  and  C  explosives,  and 
Blasting  Supplies,  between  Louisville, 
Kentucky,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Maryland  on  and  east 
of  U.S.  Highway  220,  and  points  in 
Delaware.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  any  point  in 
Kentucky  within  the  Louisville  Com¬ 
mercial  Zone  and  any  point  in  Virginia. 

No.  MC  47142  (Sub-E6) ,  filed  May  3, 
1974.  Applicant:  C.  I.  WHITTEN 
TRANSFER  (XlMPANY,  P.O.  Box  1833, 
Huntington,  W.  Va.  25719.  Applicant’s 
representative:  W.  R.  Long,  Jr.  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Classes  A 
and  B  Explosives,  between  Louisville, 
Kentucky,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Alamance,  Gaston,  Ire¬ 
dell,  Mecklenburg,  Porssrth,  Davie, 
Rowan,  Cabarrus,  Guilford,  Orange, 
Durham,  Wake,  Johnston,  Wilson, 
Wayne,  Pitt,  Lenoir,  Craven,  Anson, 
Richmond,  Moore,  Lee,  Scotland,  Hoke, 
Harnett,  Cumberland,  Robeson,  Samp¬ 
son,  Bladen,  Columbus,  Duplin,  Bnins- 
wick.  New  Hanover,  Pender,  Onslow, 
Martin,  Montgomery,  Cleveland,  and 
Rutherford  Counties,  N.C.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
ways  of  any  point  in  Kentucky  within 
the  Louisville  Commercial  Zone,  and 
Rutherford,  Cleveland,  Gaston,  Iredell, 
Davie,  Rowan,  Mecklenburg,  Cabarrus, 
Forsyth,  and  Anson  Counties,  N.C.,  and 
that  part  of  Richmond,  Montgomery  and 
Guilford  Counties,  N.C.,  that  are  on  and 
west  of  U.S.  Highway  220. 

No.  MC  47142  (Sub-E7) ,  filed  May  3, 
1974.  Applicant:  C.  I.  WHITTEN 
TRANSFER  COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  1833, 
Huntington,  W.  Va.  25719.  Applicant’s 
representative:  W.  R.  Long,  Jr,  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Classes  A, 
B,  and  C  Explosives,  and  Blasting 


Supplies,  between  Louisville,  Kentucky, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Kentucky,  Ohio,  Virginia,  West 
Virginia,  and  that  part  of  North  Carolina 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  North 
Carolina-Vtrginia  State  line  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  U.S.  Highway  220  to  junction 
of  U.S.  Highway  1,  and  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  1  to  the  North  Carolina-South 
Carolina  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  any 
point  in  Kentucky  within  the  Louisville 
Commercial  Zone. 

No.  MC  47142  (Sub-E8),  filed  May  3, 
1974.  Applicant:  C.  I.  WHITTEN 
TRANSFER  COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  1833, 
Huntington,  W.  Va.  25719.  Applicant’s 
representative:  W.  R.  Long,  Jr.  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting;  Classes  A 
and  B  Explosives,  between  Lotiisville, 
Kentucky,  on  the  one  hand,  and  the  Iowa 
Ordnance  Plant  located  at  Burlington, 
Iowa,  on  the  other  hand.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  any  point  in  Kentucky  within  the 
Louisville  Commercial  Zone  and  Seneca, 
Illinois. 

No.  MC  47142  (Sub-E9) .  filed  May  3, 
1974.  Applicant:  C.  I.  WHITTEN 
TRANSFER  (X>MPANY,  P.O.  Box  1833, 
Huntington,  W.  Va.  25719.  Applicant’s 
representative:  W.  R.  Long,  Jr.  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Ni- 
trocarbonitrate,  from  Central  City,  Ken¬ 
tucky  to  points  in  Connecticut,  Maine, 
New  Hampshire,  and  Rhode  Island.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  Martinsburg,  W.  Va.,  and 
the  plant  site  of  Atlas  Chemical  Indus¬ 
tries,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Resmolds,  Pa. 

No.  MC  47142  (Sub-ElO),  filed  May  3, 
1974.  AppUcant:  C.  I.  WHITTEN 
TRANSFER  COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  1833, 
Huntington,  W.  Va.  25719.  Applicant’s 
representative:  W.  R.  Long,  Jr.  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  rout^,  transporting:  Ni~ 
trocarbonitrate.  Prom  Central  City, 
Kentucky,  to  points  in  Massachusetts, 
New  Jersey,  Vermont,  and  Simsbury, 
Connecticut.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  Martins¬ 
burg,  W.  Va.  and  Pennsylvania. 

No.  MC  47142  (Sub-Ell),  filed  May  3, 
1974.  AppUcant:  C.  I.  WHITTEN 
TRANSFER  COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  1833, 
Huntington,  W.  Va.  25719.  Applicant’s 
representative:  W.  R.  Long,  Jr.  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Ni- 
trocarbonitrate,  from  Central  City,  Ken¬ 
tucky  to  points  in  New  York.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  points  in  West  Virginia 
within  10  miles  of  Falrchance,  Pa.,  and 
Falrchance,  Pa. 

No.  MC  47142  (Sub-E12),  filed  May  3, 
1974.  Applicant:  C.  I.  WHITTEN 
’TRANSFER  COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  1833, 
Huntington,  W.  Va.  25719.  AppUcant’s 
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representative:  W.  R.  Long,  Jr.  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Nitrocar- 
honitrate,  from  Central  CTity,  Kentucky, 
to  pK)lnts  in  that  part  of  Pennsylvania 
East  and  South  of  U.S.  Highway  62.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  points  in  West  Virginia 
within  10  miles  of  Fairchance,  Pa.,  and 
Fairchance,  Pa. 

No.  MC  47142  (Sub-E13),  filed  May  3. 
1974.  Applicant:  C.  I.  WHITTEN 
TRANSFER  COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  1833, 
Huntington,  W.  Va.  25719b  Applicant's 
representative:  W.  R.  Long,  Jr.  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Nitro- 
carbonitrate,  from  Central  City,  Ken¬ 
tucky  to  points  in  Maryland,  Delaware, 
and  the  District  of  Columbia.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Virginia. 

No.  MC  47142  (Sub-E14),  filed  May  3, 
1974.  Applicant:  C.  I.  WHITTEN 
TRANSFER  COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  1833, 
Huntington,  W.  Va.  25719.  Applicant’s 
representative:  W.  R.  Long,  Jr.  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Nitro- 
carbonitrate,  from  Central  City,  Ken¬ 
tucky  to  points  in  Indiana  on  and  east 
of  Interstate  65  (except  the  Indiana 
Army  Ammunition  Depot  or  Plant  at  or 
near  Charleston,  Ind.,  and  the  Jefferson 
Proving  Groimds  at  or  near  Madison, 
Ind.),  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  Louisville,  Ky., 
and  points  in  Indiana  within  the  Louis¬ 
ville  Commercial  Zone. 

No.  MC  47142  (Sub-E15),  filed  May  3. 
1974.  Applicant:  C.  I.  WHITTEN 
TRANSFER  (X)MPANY,  P.O.  Box  1833, 
Huntington,  W.  Va.  25719.  Applicant’s 
representative:  W.  R.  Long.  Jr.  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Nitro- 
carbonitrate,  from  Central  City,  Ken¬ 
tucky  to  points  in  Illinois  on  and  north 
of  Highway  6.  ’The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Seneca, 
m. 

No.  MC  47142  (Sub-E16) ,  filed  May  3, 
1974.  Applicant:  C.  I.  -WHITTEN 
TRANSFER  COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  1833, 
Huntington,  W.  Va.  25719.  Applicant’s 
representative:  W.  R.  Long,  Jr.  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Classes  A, 
B,  and  C  Explosives,  and  Blasting  Sup¬ 
plies.  between  Simsbury.  Connecticut  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Maryland,  Virginia,  and  the  District 
of  Columbia.  The  pvupose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  Delaware, 
or  Kenvil,  N.J.,  and  Virginia. 

No.  MC  47142  (Sub-E17) ,  filed  May  3. 
1974.  AppUcant:  C.  I.  WHITTEN 
TRANSFER  COMPANY.  P.O.  Box  1833, 
Huntington,  W.  Va.  25719.  Applicant’s 
representative;  W.  R.  Long.  Jr.  (same  as 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
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as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Classes  A,  B,  and  C  Explosives,  and 
Blasting  Supplies,  between  Simsbury, 
Connecticut,  on  the  one  hand,  and  on 
the  other,  points  in  Ohio  on,  and  south 
of  U.S.  Highway  422.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
of  Fairchance,  Pa.,  and  points  in  West 
Virginia  within  10  miles  of  Fairchance, 
or  Kenvil,  N.J. 

No.  MC  47142  (Sub-E18),  filed  May  3. 
1974.  Applicant:  C.  I.  WHITTEN 
TRANSFER  COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  1833, 
Huntington,  W.  Va.  25719.  Applicant’s 
representative:  W.  R.  Long,  Jr.  (same  as 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  oF>erate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Classes  A.  B,  and  C  Explosives,  and 
Blasting  Supplies,  betw’een  Simsbury, 
Connecticut,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  West  Virginia,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  and  points  in  North  Carolina 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  North 
Carolina-Virginia  State  line,  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  220  to  the 
junction  of  U.S.  Highway  1,  and  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  1  to  the  North 
Carolina-South  Carolina  State  line.  ’The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gatew'ays  of  Pennsylvania  and  Martins- 
burs,  W.  Va.,  or  Kenvil,  N.J. 

No.  MC  47142  (Sub-E19) ,  filed  May  3, 
1974.  Applicant:  C.  I.  WHITTEN 
TRANSFER  COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  1833, 
Huntington,  W.  Va.  25719.  Applicant's 
representative:  W.  R.  Long,  Jr.  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Classes  A,  B,  and  C  Explosives,  and 
Blasting  Supplies,  between  Simsbury, 
Connecticut,  on  the  one  hand,  and  on 
the  other,  points  in  Indiana  (except  the 
sites  of  the  Indiana  Army  Ammunition 
DeFK)t  or  Plant  at  or  near  Charleston, 
Ind.,  and  the  Jefferson  Proving  Grounds 
at  or  near  Madison,  Ind.).  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
ways  of  Pennsylvania,  Martinsburg,  W. 
Va.  and  Ohio,  or  Kenvil,  N.J.,  and  Ohio. 

No.  MC  47142  (Sub-E20),  filed  May  3. 
1974.  Applicant:  C.  I.  WHITTEN 
TRANSFER  COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  1833, 
Huntington,  W.  Va.  25719.  Applicant’s 
representative:  W.  R.  Long,  Jr.  (same 
as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Classes  A.  and  B  Explosives,  between 
Simsbury,  Connecticut,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  the  Iowa  Army  Am¬ 
munition  Plant,  Burlington,  Iowa.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  Is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  Pennsylvania,  Martins¬ 
burg,  W.  Va.,  and  Seneca,  Ill. 

No.  MC  52460  (Sub-El),  filed  May  14, 
1974.  APPLICANT:  FT .T .FIX  TRANSPOR¬ 
TATION.  INC.  P.O.  BOX  9637,  TULSA, 
OKLA.  74107.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Steve  B.  McCommas  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  petroleum 
products  in  containers,  from  points  in 
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Texas  on  and  East  of  U.S.  Highway  81 
to  points  in  Kansas  and  points  in  Mis¬ 
souri  on  West  and  North  of  a  line  com¬ 
mencing  at  the  Arkansas-Missouri  State 
line  along  Mo  Highway  5  to  the  jimction 
of  UJ5.  Highway  160,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  160  to  Mo  Highway  181,  thence 
along  Mo  Highway  181  to  the  junction 
of  U.S.  Highway  63  at  Caboll,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  63  to  the  junction  of 
Interstate  44  at  Rolla,  thence  along  In¬ 
terstate  44  to  the  Missourl-Illinols  State 
line  at  St.  Louis,  Missouri.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  points  in  that  part  of  Kansas  and 
Oklahoma  within  one-hundred  (100) 
miles  of  Tulsa,  Oklahoma,  including 
Tulsa. 

No.  MC  52460  (Sub-E2).  filed  May  14, 
1974.  APPLICANT:  ELLEX  TRANSPOR- 
TAnON,  INC.,  P.O.  BOX  9637,  TULSA, 
OKLA.  74107.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Steve  B.  McCommas  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  petroleum 
products,  in  containers,  from  Kansas 
City,  Kansas  to  points  in  New  Mexico 
and  Texas.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  Gateway  of  points  in 
that  Dart  of  Kansas  and  Oklahoma  with¬ 
in  100  miles  of  Tulsa,  Oklahoma  includ¬ 
ing  Tulsa,  Oklahoma. 

No.  MC  52460  (Sub-E3).  filed  May  14. 
1974.  APPLICANT:  ELLEX  TRANSPOR¬ 
TATION.  INC.,  P.O.  BOX  9637,  TULSA. 
OKLA  74107.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Steve  B.  McCommsis  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  petroleum  and  pe¬ 
troleum  products  in  containers  (a)  from 
Kansas  City,  Missouri  to  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama  on  east  and  south  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Tennessee- Alabama  State 
line,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  231  to 
Huntville,  thence  along  Ala.  Highway  20 
to  Decatur,  thence  along  Ala.  Highway 
24  to  the  Alabama-Mississippi  State  line, 
points  in  Louisiana  and  Mississippi  and 
those  points  in  Arkansas  on  south  and 
west  of  a  line  commencing  at  the  Okla- 
homa-Arkansas  State  line  on  Interstate 
Highway  40  to  Little  Rock,  Arkansas, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  65  to  the 
Arkansas-Iouisiana  State  line,  except 
Little  Rock,  Arkansas.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Coffeeville,  Kans.  (b)  from  Kansas  City, 
Missouri  to  Little  Rock,  Arkansas.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Galena,  Kans.  (c)  from  Kan¬ 
sas  City,  Missouri  to  points  in  New  Mexi¬ 
co  and  Texas.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  points  in 
Kansas  &  Oklahoma  within  100  miles  of 
Tulsa,  Okla. 

No.  MC  52460  (Sub-E4),  filed  May  14, 
1974.  APPLICANT:  ELLEX  TRANSPOR¬ 
TATION,  INC.,  P.O.  BOX  9637,  TULSA. 
OKLA.  74107.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Steve  B.  McCommas  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  petroleum  products 
in  containers,  from  Enid,  Oklahoma  to 
points  in  Alabama,  Mississippi  and  Ten- 
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nessee.  From  Tiilsa,  Oklahoma  to  points 
in  Alabama  and  Tennessee  and  points  in 
Mississippi  on  and  East  of  UJ3.  Highway 
51.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elimi¬ 
nate  the  gateway  of  Coffeyville,  Kansas. 

No.  MC  52460  (Sub-E5) ,  filed  May  14. 
1974.  APPLICANT:  EIJEX  TRANSPOR¬ 
TATION,  INC.,  P.O.  BOX  9637,  TULSA, 
ntCT.A  74107.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Steve  B.  McCommas  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Petroleum 
Products  in  Containers,  from  Ponca  City, 
Oklahoma  to  points  in  Louisiana.  (2) 
Petroleum  Products  in  Containers  from 
Ponca  CTity,  Oklahoma  to  points  In  Ala¬ 
bama.  Mississippi  and  Tennessee.  ITie 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
Gateway  of  Tulsa  Oklahoma  under  Part 
(1)  of  the  above  and  to  eliminate  the 
Gateway  of  Coffeyville,  Kansas  under 
Part  (2)  above. 

No.  MC  52460  (Sub-E6),  filed  May  14, 
1974.  Applicant:  ELLEX  TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  9637,  Tulsa,  Okla. 
74107.  Applicant’s  representative:  Steve 
B.  McCommas  (same  as  above) .  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vrtiicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  petroleum  products, 
in  containers,  from  St.  Louis,  Missouri 
to  p(^ts  In  New  Mexico.  ’The  purpose  of 
this  filing  Is  to  eliminate  the  Gateway  of 
points  in  that  part  of  Kansas  and  Okla¬ 
homa  within  100  miles  of  ’Tulsa,  Okla¬ 
homa  including  ’Tulsa,  Oklahoma. 

No.  MC  52460  (Sub-E7) .  filed  May  14, 
1974.  Applicant:  EliLEX  TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  9637,  ’Tulsa,  Okla. 
74107.  Applicant’s  representative:  Steve 
B.  McCommas  (same  as  above) .  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  petroleum  products 
in  bulk  in  tank  vehicles,  part  I  from 
points  in  Texas  on  and  east  and  north 
of  a  line  begiiming  at  the  Texas-Okla- 
homa  State  line  and  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  81  to  Junction  of  UB. 
Highway  80  at  Ft.  Worth,  Texas,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  80  to  the  Junction  of 
Texas  Highway  64  near  Wills  Point, 
Texas,  thence  Southeast  along  Texas 
Highway  64  to  the  Junction  UJ5.  High¬ 
way  79  at  Henderson,  Texas,  thence 
along  n.S.  Highway  79  to  the  Junction 
UB.  Highway  59  at  Carthage.  Texas, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  59  to  the 
Jimcti(m  UB.  Highway  34  at  Tenaha, 
Texas,  thence  East  along  U.S.  Highway 
84  to  the  Texas-Louisiana  State  line, 
including  Dallas  and  Fort  Worth,  Texas 
and  points  within  ten  (10)  miles  of  Dal¬ 
las  and  Fort  Worth,  Texas  to  points  in 
the  State  of  Kansas.  Part  n,  between 
points  tn  Texas  on  and  West  of  UB. 
Highway  271  beginning  at  the  Texas- 
Oklahoma  State  line  continuing  to  Tyler, 
Texas,  thence  on  and  north  of  Texas 
Highway  64  to  the  Junction  of  UB.  80 
near  Wills  Point,  thence  along  UB.  80  to 
the  Junction  of  UB.  81  at  Fort  Worth, 
thence  north  along  UB.  81  to  the  Texas- 
Oklahoma  State  line  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  and  those  points  in 
Arkansas  on  and  north  of  a  line  begin¬ 


ning  at  the  Arkansas-Oklahoma  State 
line  on  UB.  271  to  Aric.  Highway  59. 
thence  to  Ark.  Hiidiway  22.  thence  to 
Highway  23,  thence  North  to  Aiic.  High¬ 
way  16,  thence  east  and  north  on  Aric. 
Highway  16  to  Ark.  Highway  7,  thence 
Ark.  Highway  7  to  Harrison,  thence  UB. 
Highway  62  to  the  Juncticm  of  UB.  High¬ 
way  5,  thence  along  UB.  Highway  5  to 
the  Arkansas-Mlssouri  State  line  and 
those  points  in  Missouri  on.  North  and 
West  of  U.S.  Highway  5  from  the  Arkan- 
sas-Missourl  State  line  to  Gainesville, 
thence  via  Mo.  Highway  181  to  C^boU, 
thence  via  U.S.  Highway  63  to  Rolla, 
thence  via  Interstate  44  to  the  Mlssouri- 
Ulinois  State  line  at  St.  Louis.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  those  points  in  that  part  of 
Kansas  and  Oklahoma  within  one-hun¬ 
dred  (100)  miles  of  Tulsa,  Oklahoma,  in¬ 
cluding  ’Tulsa. 

No.  MC  52460  (Sub-E8),  filed  May  14, 
1974.  APPLICANT:  ELLEX  TRANS- 
PCmTA’nON.  INC.,  P.O.  BOX  9637, 
TUIBA,  OKLA.  74107.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Steve  B.  McCommas  (same 
as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  route,  transporting:  bulk  lubri¬ 
cating  oils,  in  tank  vehicles,  (a)  from  all 
points  in  the  State  of  Ifissouri  and  those 
points  in  the  State  of  Arkansas  on  and 
North  of  Arkansas  State  Highway  88 
from  the  Arkansas-Oklahoma  State 
line,  thence  to  U.S.  Hiidiway  270  to  Hot 
Springs,  Arkansas,  thence  alcmg  UB. 
Highway  270  to  Uttle  Rock,  thence  1-40 
to  the  Arkansas-’Tennessee  State  line  to 
points  in  Ector  and  Andrews  Counties. 
Texas,  (b)  from  Kansas  City,  Missouri 
to  all  points  in  the  State  of  Louisiana. 

(c)  from  all  points  in  the  State  of  Kansas 
to  all  points  in  the  State  of  Louisiana. 

(d)  from  the  points  in  the  State  of  Mis¬ 
souri  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  65 
from  the  Iowa  Missouri  State  line  to  the 
junction  of  Missouri  Highway  83,  thence 
along  Mo.  Highway  83  to  the  Junction  of 
UB.  Highway  54,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  54  to  the  Junction  of  Mo.  Highway 
123,  ^ence  Mo.  Highway  123  to  the  Jimc- 
tion  of  Highway  32,  thence  along  Mo. 
Highway  32  to  the  Junction  of  Mo.  High¬ 
way  39.  thence  along  Mo.  Highway  39  to 
the  junction  of  UB.  Highway  60,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  60  to  the  Jimction  of 
Mo.  Highway  37.  thence  along  State 
Highway  37  to  the  Missourl-Arkansas 
State  line  to  those  points  in  the  State 
of  Louisiana  on.  West  and  South  of  UB. 
Highway  71  to  U.S.  Highway  190,  thence 
along  U.S.  190  to  U.S.  61  at  New  Orleans, 
Louisiana,  including  New  Orleans.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  ’Tulsa,  Oklahoma. 

No.  MC  52460  (Sub-E9) ,  filed  May  14, 
1974.  APPLICANT:  ELLEX  ’TRANS¬ 
PORTATION,  INC.,  P.O.  BOX  9637, 
’TULSA,  OKLA.  74107.  AiH)llcant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Steve  B.  McCommas  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  pe¬ 
troleum  products  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles 
between  Borger,  Texas  and  points  within 
ten  (10)  miles  of  Borger  on  the  one 


liand,  and  on  the  other  points  in  Arkan¬ 
sas.  Kansas  on  umI  east  of  UB.  Highway 
81  and  Alissourl.  ’The  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  is  to  eliminate  the  Gateway  of  Enid, 
Oklahoma  City  and  Tulsa,  Oklahoma. 

No.  MC  52869  (Sub-No.  El),  filed  May 
13,  1974.  APPLICANT:  NORTHERN 
TANK  UNB,  PO  Box  970,  Miles  City. 
Mont.  59301.  Applicant’s  representative: 
E.  G.  Balsam  (same  as  above) .  AuUiority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  iiregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  petroleum  and  petro- 
leum  products,  as  described  in  Appendix 
xm  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Mo¬ 
tor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Laiuel, 
Mont.,  to  points  in  that  part  of  North 
Dakota  on  and.  boimded  by  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  Carrin^n,  N.  Dak.,  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  U.S.  Highway  281  to  Jimction 
North  Dakota.  Highway  9.  thence  along 
North  Dakota  Highway  9  to  Rogers, 
thence  along  North  Dakota  Highway  1  to 
Junction  Interstate  Highway  94  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  94  to  Junction 
North  Dakota  Highway  18,  thence  along 
North  Dakota  Hi^way  18  to  Leonard, 
thence  along  North  Dakota  Highway  18 
to  Junction  North  Dakota  Highway  13, 
thence  along  North  Dakota  Highway  13 
to  Junction  unnumbered  Highway,  thence 
south  along  unnumbered  highway  to 
Junction  unnumbered  highway,  thence 
west  along  uimumbered  highway  thro'.gh 
Great  Bend  to  Junction  North  Dakota 
Highway  18.  thence  south  along  North 
Dakota  Highway  18  to  Junction  North 
Dakota  Highway  11.  thence  along  North 
Dakota  Highway  11  to  Junctlcm  North 
Dakota  Highway  32,  thence  norUi  along 
North  Dakota  Highway  32  to  Junction 
North  Dakota  Highway  13.  thence  along 
North  Dakota  Highway  i3  to  Junction 
North  Dakota  Highway  1,  thence  along 
North  Dakota  Highway  1  to  Junction 
North  Dakota  Highway  11,  thence  west 
along  North  Dakota  Highway  11  to  El- 
lendale,  and  thence  along  UB.  Highway 
281  to  Carrington,  points  in  Minnesota, 
and  points  in  South  Dakota  on  and  east 
of  UB.  Highway  281.  To  eliminate  gate¬ 
way  of:  the  Terminal  facilities  of  the 
Kaneb  Pipeline  Company,  at  or  near 
Jamestown.  N.  Dak.  (2)  petroleum  and 
petroleum  products,  as  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  Xin  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates.  61  M.C.C. 
209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Laurel,  Mont.,  to  points  in  Nebraska  on 
and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  81.  To  eliminate 
gateway  of:  points  in  Butte  County,  b. 
Dak. 

(3)  Asphalt,  road  oil  and  residual  fuel 
oil.  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  the 
plantsite  of  the  Farmers  Union  Central 
Exchange,  near  Laurel,  Mont.,  to  points 
In  Nebraska,  points  in  Crook,  Weston, 
Nlobara,  Goshen,  Platt,  and  Laramie 
Counties,  Wyo.,  and  points  in  Colorado 
on  and  east  of  a  line  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  287  from  the  Wyo.-Colo. 
state  line  to  Denver.  Thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  285  to  Junction  with  U.S.  High¬ 
way  50  near  Sallda  thence  west  along 
UB.  Highway  50  to  Junction  'with  U.S. 
Highway  550  near  Montrols,  Colo,  thence 
south  along  UB.  Highway  550  to  the 
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Colo.-New  Mexico  state  line.  To  elimi¬ 
nate  gateway  of:  points  in  Butte  County. 
S.  Dak.  (4)  lUjuified  petroleum  o<u  and 
natural  gasoline,  in  bulk.  In  tank  vehi¬ 
cles,  from  Laurel,  Mont.,  to  points  In 
Wisconsin,  and  the  upper  peninsula  of 
Michigan,  to  eliminate  gateways  of:  the 
terminal  facilities  of  Kaneb  Pipe  Line 
Company,  at  Jamestown,  N.  Dak.,  and 
Mentor,  Minn.  (5)  Petroleum  and  petro- 
leum  products,  as  described  in  Appendix 
Xiii  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Mo¬ 
tor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209, 
In  biilk,  in  tank  vehicles,  (a)  from  East 
Billings,  Mont.,  to  points  in  South 
Dakota,  Nebraska,  points  in  Crook,  Wes¬ 
ton,  Niobara,  Goshen,  Platte  and  Lara¬ 
mie  Counties,  Wyo.,  points  in  North 
Dakota  on  and  east  of  North  Dakota 
Highv’ay  1,  and  points  in  Colorado  on 
and  east  of  a  line  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  287  from  the  Wyo -Colo  state 
line  to  Denver  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  285  to  junction  with  U.S.  Highway 
50  near  Salida,  thence  west  along  n.S. 
Highway  50  to  junction  with  n.S.  High¬ 
way  550  near  Montrose,  Colo,  thence 
south  along  n.S.  Highway  550  to  the 
Colo-N.  Mex.  state  line,  to  eliminate 
gateway  of:  pcnnts  in  Butte  Coimt,  S. 

(b)  from  East  Billings,  Mont.,  to 
points  in  Minnesota,  to  eliminate  gate¬ 
way  of :  points  in  Butte  County,  S.  Dak., 
and  the  Terminal  Facilities  of  Kaneb 
Pipe  Line,  at  Aberdeen,  S.  Dak. 

(c)  from  Miles  City,  Mont.,  to  points 
In  Minnesota,  Nebraska,  Colorado,  points 
In  Crook.  Weston,  Niobara,  Goshen, 
Platte,  Laramie  and  Albany  Counties, 
Wyo.,  and  points  in  South  Dakota  (ex¬ 
cept  points  north  of  U.S.  Highway  212 
and  west  of  South  Dakota  Highway  65, 
to  eliminate  gateway  of :  points  in  Butte 
County,  S.  Dak.,  (d)  from  Glendine, 
Mont.,  to  points  in  Minnesota  to  elim¬ 
inate  gateway  of :  the  terminal  facilities 
of  Kaneb  Pipe  Line  Company  at  James- 
ton,  N.  Dak.  (e)  from  Glendine,  Mont., 
to  points  in  Nebraska.  Colorado,  points 
in  South  Dakota  south  of  U.S.  Highway 
212,  and  points  in  C^rook,  Weston, 
Niobara,  CSoshen,  Platte,  Laramie,  Al¬ 
bany  and  Carbon  Counties,  Wyo.,  to 
eliminate  gateway  of:  points  in  Butte 
County,  S.  Dak.,  (f)  from  points  in 
Roosevelt  Coimty,  Mont.,  to  points  in 
that  part  of  Minnesota  on,  south  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  Moorhead, 
Minn.,  and  extending  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  10  to  junction  Miimesota  Highway 
34,  thence  along  Minnesota  Highway  34 
to  jimction  Minnesota  Highway  71. 
thence  along  Minnesota  Highway  71  to 
the  International  Boundary  line  be¬ 
tween  the  United  States  and  Canada,  to 
eliminate  gateway  of:  Terminal  Facil¬ 
ities  of  Kaneb  Pipe  Line  Company,  at 
Jamestown,  N.  Dak.,  (g)  from  points  in 
Richland  County,  Mont.,  to  points  in 
Minnesota,  to  eliminate  gateway  of : 
Terminal  facilities  of  Kaneb  Pipe  Line 
Company,  at  Jamestown,  N,  Dak.,  (h) 
from  points  in  Richland  County.  Mont., 
to  points  in  Nebraska,  Colorado,  and 
points  in  Oook,  Weston,  Niobara, 
Goshen.  Platte,  Laramie,  Albany,  Carbon, 
Natrona,  Converse  and  Campbell  Coun¬ 
ties  Wyo.,  to  eliminate  gateway  of: 
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points  in  Butte  County,  S.  Dak.,  (i)  from 
Welliston,  N.  Dak.,  to  points  in  that  part 
of  Minnesota  on,  south  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  Moorhead,  Minn.,  on  and 
south  of  U.S.  Highway  10  to  junction 
Minnesota  Highway  34  thence  to  Min¬ 
nesota  Highway  71  thence  to  Canadian 
Border,  to  eliminate  gateway  of:  points 
in  Richland  County,  Mont.,  and  the 
Terminal  Facilities  of  Kaneb  Pipe  Line 
Company  at  Jamestown,  N.  Dak., 

(6)  petroleum  and  petroleum  prod¬ 
ucts,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  (a)  from 
Welleston,  N.  Dak.,  to  points  in  Ne¬ 
braska,  Colorado,  and  points  in  Crook, 
Weston,  Niobara,  Goshen,  Platte,  Lar¬ 
amie,  Albany,  Carbon,  Natrona,  Con¬ 
verse  and  Campbell  Counties,  Wyo.,  to 
eliminate  gateways  of:  points  in  Rich¬ 
land  Coimty.  Mont.,  and  points  in  Butte 
County,  S.  Dak.,  (b)  from  Willison,  N. 
Dak.,  to  points  in  that  part  of  South 
Dakota  on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Wyoming-South  Dakota  State  line 
and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  212 
to  Belle  Fourche,  and  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  14  to  the  South  Dakota-Mlnne- 
sota  State  line,  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of:  points  in  Richland  County,  Mont., 

(7)  liquified  petroleum  gas.  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  (a)  from  Tioga,  N.  Dak., 
to  points  in  Nebraska.  Colorado,  and 
points  in  Crook,  Weston,  Miobara, 
Goshen,  Platte,  Laramie.  Albany,  Car¬ 
bon,  Natrona,  Converse  and  Campbell 
Counties  Wyo.,  to  eliminate  gateway  of” 
points  in  Butte  County,  S.  Dak.,  (b)  from 
Tioga,  N.  Dak.,  to  points  in  that  part  of 
Minnesota  on  and  south  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  Ortonville,  Minn.,  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  12  to  junc¬ 
tion  Minnesota  Highway  9,  thence  idong 
Minnesota  Highway  9  to  junction  Minne¬ 
sota  Highway  23.  thence  along  Minne¬ 
sota  Highway  23  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  35.  and  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
35  to  Duluth,  Minn.,  to  eliminate  gate¬ 
way  of:  Terminal  Facilities  of  Kaneb 
Pipe  Line  Company,  at  Aberdeen,  S.  Dak., 

(8)  Liquified  petroleum  gas  and  natural 
gas,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  the 
ports  of  entry  on  the  International 
Boundary  line  in  Montana  and  North 
Dakota,  and  Emerson,  Minn.,  to  points 
in  Wisconsin,  to  eliminate  gateway  of: 
Mentor,  Minn.,  and  points  within  5  miles 
thereof,  (9)  petroleum  and  petroleum 
products,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
ports  of  entry  on  the  United  States-Can- 
ada  Boundary  line  located  at  or  near 
Pembina,  North  Dakota,  to  points  in 
Colorado  and  Wyoming,  to  eliminate 
gateway  of :  Butte  County,  South  Dakota, 
(10)  petroleum  and  petroleum  products. 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  ports  of 
entry  on  the  United  States-Canada 
Boundary  line,  located  at  or  near  Sweet- 
grass,  Montana,  to  points  in  Nebraska, 
to  eliminate  gateway  of:  Butte  County, 
South  Dakota. 

No.  MC  59247  (Sub-No.  E4),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant;  LINDEN  MO¬ 
TOR  FREIGHT  CO..  INC.,  1300  Lower 
Road,  Llnnen,  N.J. 07036.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Louis  Salz  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought. to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  Chemicals, 
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containers,  and  chemical  supplies,  from 
points  in  Massachusetts  west  of  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  91  to  points  in  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  west  and  south  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Pennsylvania -New  Jersey  State 
line  and  extending  along  Pennsylvania 
Highway  611  to  junction  Pennsylvania 
Highway  412,  thence  along  Pennsylvania 
Higjiway  412  to  Bethlehem.  Pa.,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  22  to  junction  Penn¬ 
sylvania  Turnpike  Extension,  thence 
along  Pennsylvania  Turnpike  Extension 
to  junction  junction  Pennsylvania  93, 
thence  along  Pennsylvania  Highway  93 
to  Berwick,  Pa.,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  11,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  11 
to  the  Pennsylvania-Maryland  State  line. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Linden,  N.J. 

No.  MC  59247  (Sub-No.  Ell),  filed 
June  4.  1974.  Applicant:  LINDEN  MO¬ 
TOR  FREIGHT  CO.,  INC.,  1300  Lower 
Road,  Linden,  N.J.  07036.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Louis  Salz  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  op>erate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Chem¬ 
icals,  containers,  and  chemical  supplies. 
from  points  in  Connecticut  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Massachusetts-Con- 
necticut  State  line  and  extending  along 
Interstate  Highway  91  through  Thomp- 
sonville,  and  Windsor  Locks,  Conn.,  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  44,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  44  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  202  through  Farmington,  Conn.,  to 
junction  Connecticut  Highway  8,  thence 
along  Connecticut  Highway  8  to  Water- 
bury.  Conn.,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  84  through  Middlebury,  Conn., 
to  junction  Connecticut  Highway  25, 
thence  along  Connecticut  Highway  25  to 
junction  Connecticut  Highway  59,  thence 
along  (Connecticut  Highway  59  to  junc¬ 
tion  Connecticut  Highway  136,  thence 
along  Connecticut  Highway  136  to  junc¬ 
tion  Connecticut  Highway  15,  thence 
along  Connecticut  Highway  15  to  Green¬ 
wich,  Conn.,  to  points  in  Pennsylvania 
east  and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Pennsylvania-New  Jersey  State  line  at 
or  near  Morrisville,  Pa.,  and  extending 
along  Pennsylvania  Highway  32  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  611,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  611  to  junction  Pennsylva¬ 
nia  Highway  412,  thence  along  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Highway  412  to  Bethlehem,  Pa., 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  22  to  junction 
Pennsylvania  Turnpike  Extension, 
thence  along  Pennsylvania  Turnpike 
Extension  to  junction  Pennsylvania 
Highway  93,  thence  along  Pennsylvania 
Highway  93  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
11  via  Harrisburg  and  York,  Pa.,  to  the 
Pennsylvania-Maryland  State  line.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Linden,  N.J. 

No.  MC  59247  (Sub-No.  E15),  filed 
June  4.  1974.  Applicant:  LINDEN 

MOTOR  FREIGHT  CO.,  INC.,  1300 
Lower  Road,  Linden,  N.J.  07036.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Louis  Salz  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Acids,  chemicals,  containers,  and  chem¬ 
ical  supplies  in  containers,  between 
points  in  Essex  County,  N.J.,  on  the  one 
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hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  and 
places  In  New  York  bounded  by  a  line 
beginning  at  the  New  York-Connectlcut 
State  line  at  or  near  Quaker  Hill,  N.Y„ 
thence  along  New  York  Highway  55 
through  Poughkeepsie,  N.Y,,  to  Junction 
n.S.  Highway  44,  thence  along  UJB. 
Highway  44  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway 
209,  thence  along  UJS.  Highway  209  to 
Junction  New  York  Highway  52,  thence 
along  New  York  Highway  52  to  Junction 
New  York  Highway  42,  thence  along 
New  York  Highway  42  to  Jimction  New 
York  Highway  8.  thence  along  New  York 
Highway  8  to  GrahamsvUle,  N.Y.,  thence 
along  unnumbered  highway  to  Junction 
New  York  Highway  30,  thence  along 
New  York  Highway  30  through  Roxbury 
and  Pultonham,  N.Y.,  to  Junction  New 
York  Highway  30A,  thence  along  New 
York  Highway  30A  to  at  or  near  Glovers- 
vllle,  N.Y.,  thence  along  New  York  High¬ 
way  29  to  Saratoga  Springs,  N.Y.,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  9  through  Albany 
and  Hudson,  N.Y.,  thence  along  an  im- 
numbered  Ughway  to  Junction  New 
York  Highway  82,  thence  along  New 
York  Highway  82,  to  the  New  York- 
Connectlcut  State  line,  thence  along  the 
New  York-Connectlcut  State  line  to 
Quaker  Hill,  N.Y.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  New 
York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  59247  (Sub-No.  E16),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  LINDEN  MO¬ 
TOR  FREIGHT  CO.,  INC.,  1300  Lower 
Road,  linden,  N.J.  07036,  Applicant’s 
representative:  Louis  Salz  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Adda, 
chemicals,  containers,  and  chemical  sup~ 
plies.  In  containers,  between  points  in 
Mercer  Coimty,  N.J„  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  those  points  In  New 
York  lying  east  and  south  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  Port  Jervis,  N,Y.,  thence 
along  New  York  Highway  42  to  Gra- 
hamsville,  N.Y.,  thence  along  imnum- 
bered  highways  to  junction  New  York 
Highway  30,  thence  along  New  York 
Highway  30  through  Roxbury  and  Pul- 
tfwoham,  N.Y.,  to  junction  New  York 
Highway  30A,  thence  along  New  York 
Highway  30A  to  GloversvlUe,  N.Y., 
thence  along  New  York  Highway  29  to 
Saratoga  Springs,  N.Y.,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  9  through  Albany  and  Hudson, 
N.Y.,  thence  along  tmnumbered  high¬ 
ways  to  Junction  New  York  Highway  82, 
thence  along  New  York  Highway  82  to 
the  New  York-Connectlcut  State  line  at 
or  near  Boston  Comer,  N.Y.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  Is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  New  York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  59247  (Sub-No.  E20).  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  LINDEN 

MOTOR  FREIGHT  CX>.,  INC.,  1300 
Lower  Road,  Linden,  N.J.  07036.  AppU- 
cant’s  representative:  Louis  Salz  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Acids,  chemicals,  containers,  and  chem¬ 
ical  supplies.  In  ctmtalners,  between 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  those  points  In  New  York 


south  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Junction  of  the  New  York-Coiintctlcut 
and  the  New  York-Massachmetti  State 
lines  near  Boston  CTomM*,  N.Y„  and  ex¬ 
tending  in  a  northwesterly  dlrectloa  to 
Saratoga  Springs,  N.T.,  thence  westerly 
to  GloversvlUe,  N.Y.,  thence  southerly  to 
P<M:t  Jervis,  N.Y.,  to  the  New  York-New 
Jersey  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  New 
York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub-No.  E69),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  AppUcant:  ROY  STCWE 
TRANSFER  (?ORP.,  P.O.  Box  385,  Col¬ 
linsville,  Va.  24078.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Joe  CUyde  Wilson  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  v^lcle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities  (except  those  of  tmusual 
value,  CUass  A  and  B  explosives,  live¬ 
stock,  household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  In  bulk,  com¬ 
modities  requiring  s[>ecial  equipment, 
and  those  Injurious  or  contaminating  to 
other  lading),  between  points  in  Mary¬ 
land  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  220, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
In  North  Carolina  on  and  west  of  a  line 
beglimtng  at  the  Virginia-North  Caro¬ 
lina  State  Une  and  extending  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  95  to  Jimction  North 
Carolina  Highway  125,  thence  along 
North  (Carolina  Highway  125  to  Jimction 
UJ3.  Highway  64.  thence  altmg  UJS. 
Highway  64  to  CTroatan  Sound,  thence 
along  the  Choatan  Sound  to  the  PamUco 
Sound,  thence  along  the  Pamlico  Sound 
to  Dnun  Inlet  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean.  ’The 
pmpose  of  this  filing  Is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Lynchburg,  Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub-No.  92E),  filed 
May  13.  1974.  AppUcant:  ROY  STONE 
TRANSFER  CORP.,  P.O.  Box  385,  COl- 
UnsvUle,  Va.  24078.  AimUcant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Joe  CUyde  Wilson  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  general 
commodities,  except  those  of  unusual 
value,  c:7ass  A  and  B  Elxploslves,  Uve- 
stock,  household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  com¬ 
modities  requiring  special  equipment, 
and  those  injurious  or  contaminating  to 
other  lading,  between  points  In  South 
Carolina  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
North  Carolina-South  Carolina  State 
line  and  extending  along  n.S.  Highway 
21  to  Jmiction  U.S.  Highway  1.  to  jimc¬ 
tion  S.C.  Highway  12,  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  601,  to  juncticm  Interstate 
Highway  26,  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Virginia  on  and  north  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  West  Virginia- Virginia  State 
line  and  extending  along  UJS.  Highway 
60  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  220,  to  Junc¬ 
tion  Virginia  Highway  43.  to  Jimction 
U.S.  Highway  29,  to  junction  Va.  high¬ 
way  699,  to  junction  UJS.  Highway  501, 
to  Junction  Va.  Highway  600,  to  junction 
Va.  Highway  615,  to  junction  Va.  High¬ 
way  47,  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  460, 
to  junction  Va.  Highway  45,  to  junction 
Va.  Highway  606,  to  Junction  Va.  High¬ 
way  629,  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  522, 


to  Junctioii  U.S.  BOghway  33,  to  Junction 
Va.  Sghway  609,  to  junction  Va.  High¬ 
way  618,  to  Junction  Va.  Highway  601,  to 
Junction  Va.  Highway  715,  to  Junction 
State  Highway  789,  to  Junction  Va.  High¬ 
way  639,  to  Junction  UJS.  Highway  301, 
to  the  Potomac  River.  ’The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Lynchburg.  Va. 

No.  MC  61836  (Sub-No.  E93) ,  filed  May 
13,  1974.  Application:  ROY  S’TOITE 
TRANSFER  CORP.,  P.O.  Box  385,  Col¬ 
linsville,  Va.  24078.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  general 
commodities  except  those  of  unusual 
value,  Class  A  and  B  explosives,  livestock, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  commodities  in  bulk,  commodi¬ 
ties  requiring  special  equipment,  -  and 
those  Injurious  or  contaminating  to  other 
lading  tetween  points  In  South  Carolina 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  Charleston, 
S.C.,  and  extending  along  Interstate 
Highway  26  to  junction  U.S,  Highway 
601,  to  junction  South  Carolina  Highway 
12,  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  1,  to  Junc¬ 
tion  Interstate  Highway  20  to  the 
Georgia-South  CaroUna  state  line,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  In 
Virginia  on  and  north  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  York  River  and  extending 
along  Virginia  Highway  33  to  Junction 
Interstate  Highway  64,  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  360,  to  junction  Virginia  High¬ 
way  49,  to  Junction  Virginia  Highway  834, 
to  Junction  Virginia  Highway  670,  to 
Junction  Virginia  Highway  116,  to  Junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  460,  to  Junction  Vir¬ 
ginia  Highway  311,  tiience  northwest 
along  State  Highway  311  to  the  Virginia- 
West  Virginia  State  line.  ’The  purpose  of 
this  filing  Is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Lynchburg,  Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub-No.  94E),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant:  ROY  STONE 
’TRANSFER  CORP.,  P.O.  Box  385,  Col¬ 
linsville,  Va.  24078.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  general 
commodities,  except  those  of  unusual 
value.  Class  A  and  B  Explosives,  live¬ 
stock,  household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  com¬ 
modities  requiring  special  equipment,  and 
those  injurious  or  contaminating  to  other 
lading,  between  points  in  South  Carolina 
on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
North  Carolina-South  Carolina  State 
line  and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  21 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  1,  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  20,  to  die  Georgia- 
South  Carolina  State  line,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  In  Vir¬ 
ginia  on  and  north  of  a  line  beginnh'g 
at  the  James  River  and  extending  along 
State  Highway  31  to  junction  State 
Highway  10,  to  junction  Virginia  High¬ 
way  40,  to  junction  U.8.  Highway  501,  to 
junction  Virginia  Highway  699,  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  29,  to  Junction  Vir¬ 
ginia  Highway  43,  to  Jimction  UJS.  High¬ 
way  220,  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  60,  to 
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the  Virginia-West  Virginia  State  line. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Lynchburg,  Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub  E95).  filed  May  13, 
1974.  AppUcant:  ROY  STONE  TRANS¬ 
FER  CORF.,  P.O.  Box  385,  CoUinsvlUe. 
Va.  24078.  Applicant’s  repres^tative: 
Joe  Cfiyde  Wilson  (same  as  above) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  v^cle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Creneral  commodi¬ 
ties,  except  those  of  unusual  value.  Class¬ 
es  A  and  B  Explosives,  livestock,  house¬ 
hold  goods,  as  defined  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  commodities  in  bulk,  commodities 
requiring  special  equipment,  and  those 
injurious  or  contaminating  to  other  lad¬ 
ing.  between  points  in  South  Carolina,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  CTolumbla.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Lynchbimg,  Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub-No.  E96),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant:  ROY  STONE 
TRANSFER  CORP.,  P.O.  Box  385,  Col¬ 
linsville,  Va.  24078.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative  Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same  as  above) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  furniture  factory 
machinery,  and  materials  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  furniture  from  C2iicago, 
m.,  to  points  in  Virginia,  North  Caro¬ 
lina.  and  South  Carolina  bounded  by  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Atlantic  Ocean  near 
Georgetown,  S.C.,  and  extending  along 
Wlnyah  Bay  to  Georgetown,  S.C.,  to  U.S. 
Highway  521  to  jimction  S.C,  Highway 
377,  to  junction  S.C.  Highway  261  to 
junction  UB.  Highway  52,  to  junction 
UB.  Highway  1,  to  the  South  Carolina- 
North  Carolina  State  line,  thence  north 
on  n.S.  Highway  1  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  74,  to  junction  UB.  Highway  220, 
to  the  North  Carolina- Virginia  State  line, 
thence  north  on  U.S.  Highway  220  to 
Jimction  Va.  Highway  108,  to  junction 
Va.  Highway  890,  to  junction  Va.  High¬ 
way  40,  to  junction  Va.  Highway  834, 
junction  Va.  Highway  122,  to  junction 
UB.  Highway  221,  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  29,  to  junction  Va.  Highway  6,  to 
junction  Va.  Highway  664,  to  junction 
Va.  Highway  814,  to  junction  Va.  High¬ 
way  664,  to  junction  UB.  Highway  250, 
to  junction  Va.  Highway  22.  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  33,  to  junction  Va.  High¬ 
way  54,  to  junction  Interstate  Highway 
95,  to  junction  Va.  Highway  30,  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  360,  to  Reedville,  Va., 
thence  east  to  the  mouth  of  the  Poco- 
moke  River,  thence  east  along  the  Vir- 
ginia-Maryland  State  line  to  the  Atlan¬ 
tic  Ocean,  thence  south  along  the 
Atlantic  Oc^an  to  the  point  of  beginning 
Including  points  on  highways  specified. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Martinsville  and  Lynch¬ 
burg.  Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub-No.  E97),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  AppUcant:  ROY  STONE 
TRANSFER  CORP.,  P.O.  Box  385,  Col¬ 
linsville,  Va.  24078.  AppUcant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Joe  Clyde  Wilscn  (same  as  above) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motm:  v^cle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  furniture  factory 
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machinery,  and  materials  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  furniture,  from  points 
in  Indiana  located  north  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Ohio  River  and  extending 
along  Interstate  Highway  65  to  jimction 
Ind.  Highway  60.  to  jimction  Ind.  High¬ 
way  37,  to  junction  Ind.  Highway  54,  to 
junction  Ind.  Highway  157,  to  junc¬ 
tion  Ind.  Highway  59,  to  junction 
Ind.  Highway  46,  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  40,  to  the  Indiana-IUinois 
State  line  and  south  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Ohio-Indiana  State  line 
and  extending  along  on  U.S.  Highway  33 
to  junction  Ind.  Highway  19,  to  the  In- 
diana-Michigan  State  line  to  points  in 
North  CaroUna  and  Virginia  bounded  by 
a  Une  beginning  on  the  Atlantic  Ocean 
near  Carolina  Beach,  N.C.,  thence  north 
on  U.S.  Highway  421  to  junction  NC 
Highway  242,  to  junction  N.C.  Highway 
50  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  70,  to  junc¬ 
tion  N.C.  Highway  86,  to  the  North  Caro- 
lina-Virginla  State  line,  thence  north  on 
Virginia  Highway  86  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  29,  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  60, 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  33,  along  the 
Chesapeake  Bay  to  the  Atlantic  0:ean. 
thence  south  along  Atlantic  Shore  to 
point  of  beginning  including  points  on 
highways  specified. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub  E98) ,  filed  May  13, 
1974.  Applicant:  ROY  STONE  TRANS¬ 
FER  CORP.,  P.O.  Box  385,  Collinsville, 
Va.  24078.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Furniture  factory 
machinery,  and  materials  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  furniture  from  points  in 
Indiana  on  and  south  of  a  line  bWinning 
at  the  Ohio  River  and  extending  along 
Interstate  Highway  65  to  junction  Ind. 
Highway  60  to  junction  Indiana  High¬ 
way  37,  to  junction  Indiana  Highway  54, 
to  junction  Indiana  Highway .  157,  to 
junction  Indiana  Highway  59,  to  junction 
Indiana  Highway  46,  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  40.  to  the  Indiana-IUinois  State 
line,  to  points  in  North  Carolina  and 
Virginia  bounded  by  a  Une  beginning  on 
the  Atlantic  Ocean  near  Carolina  Beach, 
N.C.,  thence  north  on  U.S.  Highway  421 
to  junction  North  CaroUna  Highway  242, 
to  junction  North  Carolina  Highway  50, 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  70,  to  junction 
North  Carolina  Highway  86,  to  the  Nortti 
Carolina-Virginla  State  line,  tlience 
north  on  Virginia  Highway  86  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  29,  to  jimction  Virginia 
Highway  43,  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
460,  to  U.S.  Highway  29,  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  250,  to  junction  Virginia  High¬ 
way  20,  to  junction  Virginia  Highway  3. 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  301,  to  the 
Virginia-Maryland  State  line,  thence  east 
along  the  Virginia-Maryland  State  line 
to  the  Atlantic  Shore,  thence  south  along 
the  Atlantic  Shore  to  point  of  beginning 
including  points  on  l^hways  specified. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Martinville  and  Lynch¬ 
burg,  Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub  E99).  filed  May  13, 
1974.  Applicant:  ROY  STONE  TRANS¬ 
FER  CORP.,  P.O.  Box  385,  CoUinsviUe, 
Va.  24078.  Applicant’s  representative: 
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Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Furniture  Factory 
Machinery,  and  materials  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  furniture  from  points 
in  Indiana  north  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Ohio-Indiana  State  line  near  Deca¬ 
tur,  Ind.  and  extending  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  33  to  junction  Indiana  Highway  19, 
to  the  Indiana-Michlgan  State  line  to 
points  in  North  Carolina,  South  Carolina 
and  Virginia  bounded  by  a  line  beginning 
on  the  Atlantic  Ocean  near  Myrtle 
Beach,  S.C.,  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  501  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
701,  thence  north  along  U.S.  Highway  701 
to  the  South  Carolina-North  CaroUna 
State  line,  thence  north  on  U.S,  Highway 
701  to  junction  N.C.  Highway  410,  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  74  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  301,  to  junction  North 
Carolina  Highway  87,  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  15,  to  junction  North  Carolina 
Highway  87,  to  junction  North  CaroUna 
Highway  62,  to  Junction  North  Carolina 
Highway  86,  to  the  North  CaroUna- 
Virginia  State  line,  thence  north  along 
Virginia  Highway  86  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  29,  to  junction  Virginia  High¬ 
way  56,  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  60, 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  15,  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  460,  to  junction  Virginia 
Highway  36,  to  junction  Virginia  High¬ 
way  10,  to  junction  Virginia  Highway 
156,  to  junction  Virginia  Highway  5,  to 
junction  the  Colonial  National  Historical 
Parkway,  thence  east  along  the  Colonial 
National  Historical  Parkway  to  York- 
town,  Va.,  thence  east  to  the  Atlantic 
Ocean,  thence  south  along  the  Atlantic 
Shore  to  point  of  beginning  including 
points  on  highways  specified.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Martinsville  and  Lynchburg, 
Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub  ElOO) ,  filed  May  13, 
1974.  Applicant:  ROY  STONE  ’TRANS¬ 
FER  CORP.,  P.O.  Box  385,  ColUnsville, 
Va.  24078.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Joe  Cylde  Wilson  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting;  Furniture  Factory 
Machinery,  and  materials  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  furniture,  from  points  in 
Pennsylvania  located  on,  north  and  west 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Ohio-Pennsyl- 
vanla  State  line  near  New  Castle,  Pa. 
and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  224 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  422,  to  junc¬ 
tion  Pa,  Highway  108,  to  junction  Pa, 
Highway  8,  to  junction  Pa.  Highway  80, 
to  junction  Pa.  Highway  68,  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  322,  to  junction  Pa.  High¬ 
way  66,  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  6,  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  219,  to  the  Penn¬ 
sylvania-New  York  State  line  to  points 
in  North  Carolina  and  South  Carolina 
bounded  by  a  line  beginning  on  the  At¬ 
lantic  Ocean  at  the  mouth  of  the  Savan¬ 
nah  River,  thence  north  along  the  Sa¬ 
vannah  River  to  junction  South  Carolina 
Highway  119,  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
321,  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  301,  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  15,  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  76,  to  junction  Interstate 
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Highway  95,  to  the  South  Carolina- 
North  Carolina  State  line,  thence  noilh 
on  Interstate  Highway  95  to  Junction 
North  Carolina  State  Highway  211,  to 
Junction  North  Carolina  Highway  41,  to 
the  South  Carolina-North  Carolina  State 
line,  thence  south  on  South  Carolina 
State  Highway  41  to  Junction  South 
Carolina  Highway  9,  to  Junction  State 
Highway  410,  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway 
701,  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  501,  to  the 
Atlantic  Ocean,  thence  south  along  the 
Atlantic  Shore  to  point  of  beginning  in¬ 
cluding  points  on  Highways  specified. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub  ElOl),  filed  May 
13,  1974.  Applicant:  ROY  STONE 

TRANSFER  CORP.,  P.O.  Box  385,  Col¬ 
linsville,  Va.  24078.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Joe  CHyde  Wilson  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting :  Furniture 
Factory  Machinery,  and  materials  used 
in  the  manufactiire  of  furniture,  from 
points  in  Pennsylvania  bounded  by  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Pennsylvania-New 
York  State  line  and  extending  along 
Pennsylvania  Highway  652  to  Junction 
U.S.  Highway  6,  to  Junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  11,  to  Junction  Pennsylvania  High¬ 
way  309,  to  Junction  Pa.  Highway  118, 
to  JimcUon  U.S.  Highway  220  to  junc¬ 
tion  Interstate  Highway  80,  to  Junction 
Pa.  Highway  153  to  Junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  219,  to  Jimctlon  Pa.  Highway  948,  to 
Junction  Pa.  Highway  66,  to  Junction  U.S. 
Highway  6,  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  219, 
to  the  Pennsylvania-New  York  State  line 
to  the  Delaware  River,  thence  south 
along  the  Delaware  River  to  point  of  be¬ 
ginning  to  points  in  South  Carolina  on, 
south  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  on 
the  Atlantic  Ocean  near  Charleston,  S.C., 
and  extending  along  South  Carolina 
Highway  171  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway 
17,  to  Jimction  U.S.  Highway  52,  to  Junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  176,  to  Junction  U.S. 
Highway  15,  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway 
76,  to  Jimctlon  Interstate  Highway  26, 
to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  276,  to  the 
South  Carolina-North  Carolina  State 
line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Martinsville 
and  Lynchburg,  Virginia. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub  E102) ,  filed  May 
13,  1974.  Applicant:  ROY  STONE 

TRANSFER  CORP.,  P.O.  Box  385,  Col¬ 
linsville,  Va.  24078.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Furniture 
Factory  Machinery,  and  materials  used 
in  the  manufacture  of  furniture  from 
points  in  Ohio  bounded  by  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  on  the  Ohlo-Kentucky  State  line, 
and  extending  along  Interstate  Highway 
75  to  Junction  Ohio  Highway  4,  to  Junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  25,  to  Junction  Ohio 
Highway  47,  to  Junction  Ohio  Highway 
739,  to  Junction  Ohio  Highway  423,  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  23,  to  Junction 
U.S.  Highway  35,  to  the  Ohio  River, 
thence  west  along  the  Ohio  River  to  point 
of  beginning  to  points  in  Virginia 
bounded  by  a  line  beginning  at  the 
North  Carolina-Virginla  State  line,  and 


extending  along  U.S.  Highway  501  to 
Junction  U.S.  Highway  460,  to  Junction 
Virginia  Highway  40,  to  Junction  Vir¬ 
ginia  Highway  35  to  Junction  U.S.  Hledi>- 
way  58  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean,  thence 
south  along  the  Atlantic  Shore  to  the 
Virginia-North  Carolina  State  line  to 
point  of  beginning  including  points  on 
highways  specified. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub  E103) ,  filed  May  13, 
1974.  AppUcant:  ROY  STONE  TRANS¬ 
FER  CORP.,  P.O.  Box  385,  Collinsville, 
Va.  24078.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Furniture  Factory 
Machinery,  and  materials  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  furniture,  from  points  in 
Pennsylvania  bounded  by  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  on  the  Ohio-Pennsylvania  State  line 
near  New  Castle,  Pa.  and  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  224  to  Junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  422,  to  junction  Pennsylvania  High¬ 
way  108,  to  Junction  Pa.  Highway  8,  to 
Junction  Interstate  Highway  80,  to  Junc¬ 
tion  Pa.  Highway  68,  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  322,  to  Junction  Pa.  Highway 
66,  to  Junction  Pa.  Highway  948,  to  Junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  219,  to  Junction  Pa. 
Highway  153,  to  Junction  Interstate 
Highway  80,  to  Junction  Pa.  Highway 
879,  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  219,  to 
junction  Pa.  Highway  271,  to  Junction 
U.S.  Highway  30,  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  119,  to  Junction  Interstate  Highway 
70,  to  Junction  Pa.  Highway  51,  to  Junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  119,  to  the  Pennsyl¬ 
vania-West  Virginia  State  line,  thence 
west  and  north  along  the  Pennsylvania- 
West  Virginia  State  line  to  the  Pennsyl- 
vanla-Ohio  State  line,  thence  north 
along  the  Pennsylvanla-Ohio  State  line 
to  point  of  beginning  to  points  in  South 
Carolina  located  on  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  on  the  Atlantic  Ocean  near 
Myrtle  Beach,  South  Carolina,  thence 
south  along  U.S.  Highway  17  to  the  South 
Carolina-Georgia  State  line.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Martinsville  and  Lynchburg,  Virginia. 

No.  MC  61825  (E104),  filed  May  13, 
1974.  Applicant:  ROY  STONE  TRANS¬ 
FER  CORP.,  P.O.  Box  385,  COLLINS¬ 
VILLE,  VA.  24078.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same  as  above) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  furniture 
factory  machinery,  and  materials  used  in 
the  manufacture  of  furniture  from  points 
in  Ohio  bounded  by  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Ohio-Indiana  State  line  near  Edon, 
Ohio,  and  extending  along  Ohio  Highway 
34  to  Junction  Ohio  Highway  15,  to  Junc¬ 
tion  Ohio  Highway  65,  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  30-N-,  to  Junction  UJ5.  High¬ 
way  68,  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  30-S-, 
to  Junction  Ohio  Highway  423,  to  Junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  23,  to  Junction  U.S. 
Highway  35,  to  Junction  Ohio  Highway 
160,  to  Junction  Ohio  Highway  689,  to 
junction  Ohio  Highway  346,  to  Junction 
U.S.  Highway  50,  to  Junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  Alternate  50,  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  33,  to  Junction  Ohio  Highway  188,  to 
Junction  Ohio  Highway  13,  to  Junction 


Ohio  Highway  39,  to  Junction  Ohio  High¬ 
way  61,  to  Jimction  UJ3.  Highway  224,  to 
Junction  Ohio  Highway  4,  to  Lake  Elrie, 
thence  west  along  the  Lake  Erie  Shore 
to  the  Ohlo-Michlgan  State  Une,  thence 
west  along  the  Ohlo-Mlchlgan  State  line, 
thence  west  along  the  Ohlo-Michigan 
State  line  to  the  Ohlo-Indlana  State 
line,  thence  south  along  the  Ohio- 
Indiana  State  line  to  point  of  beginning 
to  points  in  Virginia  bounded  by  a  line 
beginning  on  the  Virginia-North  Caro¬ 
lina  State  line,  thence  north  along  U.S. 
Highway  501  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway 
460,  to  junction  Va.  Highway  46,  to  the 
North  Carolina-Viriginia  State  line, 
thence  west  along  the  North  Carolina- 
Virglnia  State  line  to  point  of  beginning 
including  points  on  highways  specified. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Martinsville  and  Lynch¬ 
burg,  Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (E105),  filed  May  13, 
1974.  Applicant:  ROY  STONE  TRANS¬ 
FER  CORP.,  P.O.  Box  385,  Collinsville, 
Va.  24078.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same  as  above) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  furniture  factory 
machinerj,  and  materials  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  furniture  from  points  in 
Ohio  bounded  by  a  line  beginning  on 
Lake  Erie  near  Sandusky,  Ohio,  and 
extending  along  Ohio  Highway  4  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  224,  to  Junction 
Ohio  Highway  61,  to  Jimction  Ohio  High¬ 
way  39,  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  42,  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  224,  to  Junction 
Interstate  Highway  77,  to  Junction  Ohio 
Highway  8,  to  Cleveland,  thence  west 
along  the  Lake  Erie  Shore  to  point  of 
beginning  to  points  in  Virginia  bounded 
by  a  line  beginning  on  the  Virginia- 
North  Carolina  State  line,  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  U.S.  Highway  29  to  Junction 
501,  to  the  Virginia-North  Carolina  State 
line,  thence  west  along  the  Virginia- 
North  Carolina  State  line  to  point  of 
beginning  Including  points  on  highways 
specified.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Martinsville 
and  Lynchburg,  Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (E106),  filed  May  13, 
1974.  Applicant:  ROY  STONE  TRANS¬ 
FER  CORP.,  P.O.  Box  385,  CoUinsviUe, 
Va.  24078.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  furniture  factory 
machinery,  and  materials  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  furniture  from  points  in 
Ohio  located  on  and  west  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  Ohio-Indiana  State  line  near 
Edon,  Ohio,  and  extending  along  Ohio 
Highway  34  to  Junction  Ohio  Highway  15, 
to  junction  Ohio  Highway  65,  to  Junction 
U.S.  Highway  30-N-,  to  Junction  U.S. 
Highway  68,  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway 
30-S-,  to  Junction  Ohio  Highway  739,  to 
junction  Ohio  Highway  47,  to  Junction 
UB.  Highway  25,  to  junction  Ohio  High¬ 
way  4,  to  Junction  Interstate  Highway 
75,  to  the  Ohlo-Kentucky  State  line  to 
points  in  Virginia  bounded  by  a  line 
beginning  on  the  Virginia-North  Caro- 
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liiia  State  line  near  Danville,  Va..  thence 
north  along  U.S.  Highway  29  to  Junction 
U.S.  Hlghw^  460,  to  junction  Va.  Hlgh> 
way  40,  to  junction  Va.  Highway  35,  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  58,  to  the  Atlantic 
Ocean,  thence  south  alc»ig  the  Atlantic 
Shore  to  the  Virginia-North  Carolina 
State  line,  thence  west  along  the  Vir¬ 
ginia-North  Carolina  State  line  to  point 
of  beginning  Including  points  on  high¬ 
ways  specified.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
Is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Martins¬ 
ville  and  Lynchburg.  Va. 

No.  MC  83539  (Sub-No.  E40),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  C  &  H  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION,  2010  W.  Commerce  Street, 
P.O.  Box  5976,  Dallas,  Tex.  75222.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Kenneth  Weeks 
(same  as  above).  Author!^  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Heavy  machinery,  which  because  of 
size  or  weight,  requires  the  use  of  special 
equipment;  between  (1)  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Rhode  Island  (points  in 
North  Carolina,  Virginia,  Philadelphia, 
Pa.,  New  York,  and  Worcester,  Mass.) ; 
and  Virginia  (points  in  North  Caro¬ 
lina)  * ;  (2)  points  in  Florida,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  tlie  other,  Connecticut 
(points  in  North  Carolina,  Virginia,  Phil¬ 
adelphia,  Pa.,  New  York,  and  Worces¬ 
ter,  Mass)  •,  New  Jersey  (North  Caro¬ 
ling  Virginia,  New  York,  and  Philadel¬ 
phia,  Pa.)  •,  New  York  (North  CTarolina, 
Virginia,  and  Philadeli^a,  Pa.)  *,  and 
Virginia  (North  Carolina)  *;  (3)  points 
in  Cleorgia,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Connecticut  (North 
Carolina,  Virginia,  Philawielpnia,  Pa., 
New  York,  and  Worcester,  Mass.)  •,  New 
Jersey  (North  Carolina,  Virginia,  Phil¬ 
adelphia,  Pa.,  and  New  York)  *,  and  Vir¬ 
ginia  (North  Carolina)*;  (4)  points  in 
Georgia  in  and  south  of  Polk,  Paulding, 
Cobb,  FlUton,  Gwinnett,  Walton,  Oconee, 
Clarke,  Oglethorpe,  Wilkes,  and  Lincoln 
Counties,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  ix)ints  in  New  York  in  and  east  of 
Orleans,  Genesee,  Wyoming  and  Alle¬ 
gany  Counties  (North  Carolina,  Virginia, 
and  RiUadelphia,  Pa.)  *  and  (5)  points 
in  South  Carolina,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points,  in  Virginia  (North 
Carolina)  •  (6)  points  in  Pennsylvania 
in  and  east  of  McKean,  Potter,  Lycom¬ 
ing,  Montour,  Columbia,  Schuylkill, 
Berks,  and  CHester  Counties,  tm  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  pwints  in  North 
CaroUna  in  and  east  of  Camden,  Pasquo¬ 
tank,  Perquimans,  Chowan,  Washington, 
Beaufort,  Pitt,  Greene,  Wayne,  Sampson, 
Chunberland,  and  Robeson  Coxmties 
(Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and  points  in  Vir¬ 
ginia)  *,  and  (7)  points  in  Pennsylvania 
in  and  east  of  Susquehanna,  Wyoming, 
Luzmie,  Schuylkill,  Dauphin  and  Lan¬ 
caster  Cotmties,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  North  CTarolina 
(Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and  points  in  Vir¬ 
ginia)  *.  The  „}urpo6e  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  indicated  by  the 
a5terisks.above. 

No.  MC  83539  (Sub-No.  E211),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  AppUcant:  C  It  H  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  CX).,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5976, 
Dallas,  Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 


ative:  Wiley  C.  Willingham  (same  as 
above).  Autixxlty  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Ma¬ 
chinery,  eouipment.  materials  and  sup¬ 
plies  us^  In,  or  in  connection  with,  the 
discovery,  development,  production,  re¬ 
fining,  manufacture,  processing,  storage, 
transmission  and  distribution  of  natiural 
gas  and  petroleum  and  their  products 
and  by-products,  (2)  machinery,  equip¬ 
ment,  materials,  and  supplies  us^  in,  or 
in  connection  with  construction,  opera¬ 
tion,  repair,  servicing,  maintenance  and 
dismantling  of  pipelines,  including  the 
stringing  and  picking  up  thereof,  and 
(3)  earth  drilling  machinery  and  equip¬ 
ment,  and  machinery,  equipment,  ma¬ 
terials.  supplies  and  pipe,  incidental  to, 
used  in,  or  in  connection  with  the  trans¬ 
portation,  installation,  removal,  opera¬ 
tion,  repair,  servicing,  maintenance,  and 
dismantling  of  drilling  machinery  and 
equipment,  the  ccanpletlon  of  holes  or 
weUs  drilled,  the  production,  storage  and 
transmission  of  commodities  resulting 
from  drilling  operations  at  well  or  hole 
sites  and  the  injection  or  removal  of 
commodities  into  or  from  holes  or  wells, 
between  Bakersfield,  Calif.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and.  on  the  other,  Andalusia,  An¬ 
niston,  Birmingham,  D^atur,  Dothan, 
Eufaula,  Florence,  CJadsden,  Huntsville, 
Montgomery.  Selma,  ’Troy,  and  Tusca¬ 
loosa,  Ala.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  points  in 
Wyoming  and  Oklahoma. 

No.  MC  83539  (Sub-No.  E2l2),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Apphcant:  C  &  H  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5976, 
Dallas,  Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Wiley  C.  Willingham  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  op>erate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Ma¬ 
chinery.  equipment,  materials  and  sup¬ 
plies  used  in,  or  in  connection  with,  the 
discovery,  development,  production,  re¬ 
fining.  manufacture,  processing,  storage, 
transmission  and  distribution  of  natural 
gas  and  petroleum  and  their  products 
and  by-products,  (2)  machinery,  equip¬ 
ment.  materials  and  supplies  used  in,  or 
in  connection  with  construction,  opera¬ 
tion,  repair,  servicing,  maintenance  and 
dismantling  of  pipelines,  including  the 
stringing  and  picking  up  thereof,  and 
(3)  earth  drilling  machinery  and  equip¬ 
ment,  and  machinery,  equipment,  ma¬ 
terials,  supplies  and  pipe,  incidental  to, 
used  in,  or  in  connection  with  the  trans¬ 
portation,  installation,  removal,  opera¬ 
tion,  repair,  servicing,  maintenance,  and 
dismantling  of  drilling  machinery  and 
equipment,  the  completion  of  tudes  or 
wells  drilled,  the  production,  storage  and 
transmission  of  commodities  resulting 
from  drilling  operations  at  well  or  hole 
sites  and  the  Injection  or  removal  of  com¬ 
modities  into  or  from  holes  or  wells, 
between  Barstow,  Calif.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and.  on  the  other.  Anniston,  Birming¬ 
ham,  Decatur,  Dotham,  FXifaula,  Flor¬ 
ence,  Gadsden,  and  Huntsville,  Ala.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  points  in  Wyoming  and 
Oklahoma. 


No.  MC  83539  (Sub-No.  E213)  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  C  &  H  ’TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  CO.,  INC.,  P.O,  Box  5976, 
Dallas,  ’Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Wiley  C.  Willingham  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  v^cle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Ma¬ 
chinery.  equipment,  materials  and  sup¬ 
plies  used  in,  or  in  connection  with,  the 
discovery,  development,  production,  re¬ 
fining,  manufacture,  processing,  storage, 
transmission  and  distribution  of  natural 
gas  and  r>etroleum  and  their  products 
and  by-products,  (2)  machinery,  equip¬ 
ment,  materials  and  supplies  usc^  in,  or 
in  connection  with  construction,  opera¬ 
tion,  repair,  servicing,  maintenance  and 
dismantling  of  pipelines.  Including  the 
stringing  and  pickhig  up  thereof,  and 
(3)  earth  drilling  machinery  and  equip¬ 
ment,  and  machinery,  equipment,  ma¬ 
terials,  suig>lies  and  pipe,  incidental  to, 
used  in,  or  in  connection  with  the  trans¬ 
portation,  Installation,  removal,  opera¬ 
tion,  repair,  servicing,  maintenance,  and 
dismantling  of  drilling  machinery  and 
equipment,  the  completion  of  holes  or 
wells  drilled,  the  production,  storage  and 
transmission  of  commodities  resulting 
from  drilling  operations  at  well  or  hole 
sites  and  the  injection  or  removal  of  com¬ 
modities  into  or  from  holes  or  wells, 
between  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  wi  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Anniston,  De¬ 
catur,  Florence,  Gadsden,  and  Hunts¬ 
ville,  Ala.  ’Die  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  points  in 
Wyoming  and  Oklahoma. 

No.  MC  83539  (Sub-No.  E214)  filed 
June  4.  1974.  Applicant:  C  &  H  'TRANS- 
PORTA’TION  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5976, 
Dallas,  Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Wiley  C.  Willingham  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregrular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Ma¬ 
chinery.  equipment,  materials  and  sup¬ 
plies  used  in,  or  in  connection  with,  the 
discovery,  development,  production,  re¬ 
fining,  manufacture,  processing,  storage, 
transmission  and  distribution  of  natiu^ 
gas  and  petroleum  and  their  products 
and  by-products,  (2)  machinery,  equip¬ 
ment,  materials,  and  supplies  used  in,  or 
in  connection  with  construction,  oper¬ 
ation,  repair,  servicing,  maintenance  and 
dismantling  of  pipelines,  including  the 
stringing  and  picking  up  thereof,  (3) 
earth  drilling  machinery,  and  equipment, 
and  machinery,  equipment,  materials, 
supplies  and  pipe,  incidental  to,  used  in, 
or  in  connection  with  the  transportation, 
installation,  removal,  operation,  repair, 
servicing,  maintenance,  and  dismantling 
of  drilling  machinery  and  equipment,  the 
completion  of  holes  or  wells  drilled,  the 
production,  storage  and  transmission  of 
commodities  resulting  from  drilling  op¬ 
erations  at  well  or  hole  sites  and  the  in¬ 
jection  or  removal  of  commodities  into 
or  from  holes  or  wells,  between  Palmdale, 
Calif.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
Anniston,  Birmingham,  Decatiu',  Flor¬ 
ence.  Gadsden,  and  Huntsville.  Ala.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  points  in  Wyoming  and 
Oklahoma. 
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No.  MC  83539  (Sub-No.  E215)  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  C  &  H  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5976, 
Dallas,  Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Wiley  C.  Willingham  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Ma¬ 
chinery,  equipment,  materials  and  sup¬ 
plies  used  in,  or  in  connection  with,  the 
discovery,  development,  production,  re¬ 
fining,  manufactme,  processing,  storage, 
transmission  and  distribution  of  natural 
gas  and  petroleum  and  their  products 
and  by-products,  (2)  machinery,  equip¬ 
ment,  materials  and  supplies  used  in,  or 
in  connection  with  constniction,  opera¬ 
tion,  repair,  servicing,  maintenance  and 
dismantling  of  pip>elines.  Including  the 
stringing  and  picking  up  thereof,  and  (3) 
earth  driUing  machinery  and  equipment, 
and  machinery,  equipment,  materials, 
supplies  and  pipe,  incidental  to,  used  in, 
or  In  connection  with  the  transportation. 
Installation,  removal,  operation,  repair, 
servicing,  maintenance,  and  dismantling 
of  drilling  machinery  and  equipment,  Uie 
completion  of  holes  or  wells  drilled,  the 
production,  storage,  and  transmission  of 
commodities  resulting  from  drilling  op¬ 
erations  at  well  or  hole  sites  and  the  in¬ 
jection  or  removal  of  commodities  into 
or  from  holes  or  wells,  between  Riverside, 
Calif.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  Gadsden,  and  Himtsville,  Ala.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  points  in  Wyoming  and 
Oklahoma. 

No.  MC  83539  (Sub-No.  E216),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  C  Si  H  Trans¬ 
portation  Co.,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  5976,  Dallas, 
Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Wiley  C.  Willingham  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregiilar  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Ma¬ 
chinery,  equipment,  materials  and  sup¬ 
plies  us^  in,  or  in  connection  with,  the 
discovery,  development,  production,  re¬ 
fining,  manufacture,  processing,  storage, 
transmission  and  distribution  of  natursd 
gas  and  petroleum  and  their  products 
and  by-products,  (2)  machinery,  equip¬ 
ment,  materials  and  supplies  used  in,  or 
in  connection  with  construction,  opera¬ 
tion,  repair,  servicing,  maintenance  and 
dismantling  of  pipelines,  including  the 
stringing  and  picking  up  thereof,  and 
(3)  earth  drilling  machinery  and  equip¬ 
ment,  and  machinery,  equipment,  ma¬ 
terials,  supplies  and  pip>e,  Incidential  to, 
used  in,  or  in  connection  with  the  trans¬ 
portation,  installation,  removal,  opera¬ 
tion,  repair,  servicing,  maintenance,  and 
dismantling  of  drilling  machinery  and 
equipment,  the  completion  of  holes  or 
wells  drilled,  the  production,  storage  and 
transmission  of  commodities  resulting 
from  drilling  operations  at  well  or  hole 
sites  and  the  injection  or  removal  of 
commodities  into  or  from  holes  or  wells, 
between  San  Bernardino  and  Santa  Ana, 
Calif.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  Anniston,  Decatm,  Gadsden,  and 
Huntsville,  Ala.  The  pmpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  getaways  of  points  in 
Wyoming  and  Oklahoma. 


No.  MC  83539  (Sub-No.  E217),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  C  &  H  ’TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5976, 
Dallas,  Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Wiley  C.  Willingham  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Ma¬ 
chinery,  equipment,  materials  and  sup¬ 
plies  us^  in,  or  in  connection  with,  the 
discovery,  development,  production,  re¬ 
fining,  manufacture,  processing,  storage, 
transmission  and  disteibutlon  of  natural 
gas  and  i>etroleum  and  their  products 
and  by-products,  (2)  machinery,  equip¬ 
ment,  materials  and  supplies  used  in,  or 
in  connection  with  construction,  opera¬ 
tion,  repair,  servicing,  maintenance  and 
dismantling  of  pipelines,  including  the 
stringing  and  picking  up  of  thereof,  and 
(3)  earth  drilling  machinery  and  equip¬ 
ment,  and  machinery,  equipment,  ma¬ 
terials,  supplies  and  pipe.  Incidental  to, 
used  in,  or  in  connection  with  the  trans¬ 
portation,  installation,  removal,  opera¬ 
tion,  repair,  servicing,  maintenance,  and 
dismantling  of  drilling  machinery  and 
equipment,  the  completion  of  holes  or 
wells  drilled,  the  production,  storage  and 
transmission  of  commodities  resulting 
from  drilling  operations  at  well  or  hole 
sites  and  the  injection  or  removal  of 
commodities  into  or  from  holes  or  wells, 
between  San  Luis  Obispo,  Calif.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and.  on  the  other,  Andalusia, 
Anniston.  Blrmington,  Decatur,  Dothan, 
Eufaula,  Florence,  Gadsden,  Himtsville, 
Montgomery,  Selma,  ’Troy,  and  Tusca¬ 
loosa,  Ala.  The  purpose  of  the  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  points  in 
Wyoming  and  CMdahoma. 

No.  MC  83539  (Sub-No.  E218).  filed 
June  4.  1974.  Applicant:  C  &  H  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5976. 
Dallas,  Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Wiley  C.  Willingham  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Machinery,  equipment,  materials  and 
supplies  used  in,  or  in  connection  with, 
the  discovery,  development,  production, 
refining,  manufacture,  processing,  stor¬ 
age,  transmission  and  distribution  of 
natural  gas  and  petroleum  and  their 
products  and  by-products,  (2)  machin¬ 
ery,  equipment,  materials  and  supplies 
used  in,  or  in  connection  with  construc¬ 
tion,  operation,  repair,  servicing,  msdn- 
tenance  and  dismantling  of  pipelines,  in¬ 
cluding  the  stringing  and  picking  up 
thereof,  and  (3)  earth  drilling  machinery 
and  equlpmait,  and  machinery,  equip¬ 
ment,  materials,  supplies  and  pipe,  inci¬ 
dental  to,  used  in,  or  in  connection  with 
the  transportation,  installation,  removal, 
operation,  repair,  servicing,  mainte¬ 
nance,  and  dismantling  of  drilling  ma¬ 
chinery  and  equipment,  the  completion 
of  holes  or  wells  drilled,  the  production, 
storage  and  transmission  of  commodities 
resulting  from  drilling  operations  at  well 
or  hole  sites  and  the  Injection  or  removal 
of  commodities  into  or  from  holes  or 
wells,  between  Santa  Barbara,  Calif.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  An¬ 
niston,  Birmingham,  Decatur,  Florence, 
Gadsden,  and  Huntsville,  Ala.  The  pur¬ 


pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
ways  of  points  in  Wycmilng  and 
Oklahoma. 

No.  MC  83539  (Sub-No.  E219),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applictmt:  C  &  H  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  CO.,  me..  P.O.  Box  5976, 
Dallas,  Tex.  75222.  AiH>llcant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Wiley  C.  Willi^ham  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  v^cle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  3fa- 
chinery,  equipment,  materials  and  sup¬ 
plies  used  in,  or  in  connection  with,  tiie 
discovery,  development,  production,  re¬ 
fining,  manufacture,  processing,  storage, 
transmission  and  distribution  of  natural 
gas  and  petroleum  and  their  products 
and  by-products,  (2)  machinery,  equip¬ 
ment,  materials  and  supplies  used  in,  or 
in  connection  with  construction,  opera¬ 
tion,  repair,  servicing,  maintenance  and 
dismantling  of  pipelines.  Including  the 
stringing  and  picking  up  thereof,  and  (3) 
earth  drilling  machinery  and  equipment, 
and  machinery,  equipment,  materials, 
supplies  and  pipe,  incidental  to,  used  in, 
or  in  connection  with  the  transportation, 
installation,  removal,  operation,  repair, 
servicing,  maintenance  and  dismantling 
of  drilling  machinery  and  equipment,  the 
completion  of  holes  or  wells  drilled,  the 
production,  storage  and  transmission  of 
commodities  resulting  from  drilling  op¬ 
erations  at  well  or  hole  sites  and  the  in¬ 
jection  or  removal  of  commodities  into  or 
from  holes  or  wells,  between  Ventura, 
Calif.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
Anniston.  Birmingham,  Decatur,  Flor¬ 
ence,  Garden,  and  Himtsville,  Ala.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  points  in  Wywnlng  and 
Oklahoma. 

No.  MC  83745  (Sub  E26) ,  filed  June  4, 
1974.  Applicant:  BOND  ’TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  4620  Rolling  Road,  Pittsburgh,  Pa. 
15236.  Applicant’s  representative:  Wil¬ 
liam  J.  Lavelle,  2310  Grant  Building, 
Pittsburgh,  Pa.  15219.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Commodities  requiring  special 
equipment,  restricted  so  that  the  loading 
and/or  unloading  which  necessitates  the 
special  equipment  is  performed  by  the 
consignor  or  consignee,  or  both,  between 
Florence,  Pa.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  West  Virginia  (ex¬ 
cept  points  in  Brooke,  Hancock,  Ohio  and 
Mar^iall  Counties) ,  points  in  Ohio  (ex¬ 
cept  points  in  Carroll,  Jefferson,  Harri¬ 
son,  and  Columbiana  Counties),  and 
points  in  Maryland.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Pitts¬ 
burgh,  Pa.,  and  points  within  its  com¬ 
mercial  zone. 

No.  MC  83745  (Sub-E28),  filed  June  4, 
1974.  Applicant:  BOND  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  4620  Rolling  Road,  Pittsburgh,  Pa. 
15236.  Applicant’s  representative:  Wil¬ 
liam  J.  Lavelle.  2310  Grant  Building, 
Pittsburgh,  Pa.  15219.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Commodities  requiring  special 
equipment,  restricted  so  that  the  load¬ 
ing  and/or  unloading  which  necessitates 
the  special  equipment  is  performed  by  the 
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consignor  or  consignee,  or  both,  between 
Burgettstown,  Pa.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  West  Virginia  (ex¬ 
cept  points  in  Brooke,  Hancock,  (%io, 
Marshall  and  Wetzel  Counties),  points 
in  Ohio  (except  points  in  Carroll,  Colum- 
biaina,  Jefferson,  Harrison  and  Belmont 
Counties) ,  and  points  in  Maryland,  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Pittsburgh,  Pa.  and  its  com¬ 
mercial  zone. 

No.  MC  92633  (Sub  El),  filed  May  31. 
1974.  AppUcant:  ZmBEL  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  420  28  Street  North,  Lewiston, 
Idaho  83501.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Donald  A.  Ericson,  Suite  '708,  Old  Na¬ 
tional  Bank  Building.  Spokane.  Wsish. 
99201.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irreg\ilar  routes,  transporting:  Logging, 
mining,  and  contractors’  equipment, 
farm  machinery,  and  tractors,  (a)  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Washington,  west  of  the 
Cascade  Mountains  and  points  In  Ore¬ 
gon,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Idaho.  Lewis,  Nez  Perce,  Clear¬ 
water,  Latah,  Shoshone,  Nenewah,  Koot¬ 
enai  Coimties,  Idaho,  and  those  points 
in  Bonner  and  Bmmdary  Counties, 
Idaho,  which  are  within  150  miles  of 
Lewiston,  Idaho,  and  (b)  between  points 
in  Whatcom,  Skagit,  Snohomish,  King, 
Pierce.  CTlallom,  Jefferson,  San  Juan  Is¬ 
land,  Kitsap,  Mason,  Grays  Harbor,  cmd 
Thurston  Counties,  Washington,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Washington,  Gem,  Lemhi,  Adams,  Valley, 
Payette,  and  C\ister  Counties.  Idaho, 
which  are  within  150  miles  of  Lewiston, 
Idaho.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  points  in 
Washington  within  40  miles  of  Lewiston, 
Idaho,  or  points  in  Idaho  within  100 
miles  of  Lewiston,  Idaho,  including 
Lewiston. 

No.  MC  92633  (Sub  E2).  filed  May  31. 
1974.  Applicant:  ZIRBEL  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  420  28  Street  North,  Lewiston, 
Idaho  83501.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Donald  A.  Ericson,  Suite  708,  Old  Na¬ 
tional  Bank  Building,  Spc^ane,  Wash. 
99201.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Logging, 
mining,  and  contractors’  equipment, 
farm  machinery,  and  tractors,  between 
points  in  Clallam,  Clark,  Jefferson,  Ma¬ 
son,  Grays  Harbor,  Pacific,  Wahkiakum, 
and  Kitsap  Counties,  Washington;  and 
points  on  and  west  of  Washington  State 
Highway  No.  9  in  Snohomish,  Skagit, 
and  ^Whatcom  Counties,  Washington: 
and 'points  on  and  west  of  Interstate 
Highway  No.  5  in  Cowlitz,  Lewis,  Thurs¬ 
ton,  Pierce,  and  King  Counties,  Wash¬ 
ington,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Stevens,  Pend  Oreille. 
Spokane.  Whitman,  Asotin,  and  Garfield 
Counties,  Washington.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
points  in  Idaho  within  100  miles  of 
Lewiston,  Idaho,  including  Lewiston. 

No.  MC  92633  (Sub  E3) ,  filed  May  31. 
1974.  AppUcant:  ZIRBEL  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  420  28  Street  North,  Lewiston. 
Idaho  83501.  AppUcant’s  representative: 
Donald  A.  Ericson,  S;ilte  708,  Old  Na¬ 


tional  Bank  Building,  Spokane,  Wash. 
99201.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Losing, 
mining,  and  contractors’  equipment, 
farm  machinery,  and  tractors,  between 
points  in  Clallam.  Mason,  Pacific,  Gray’s 
Harbor,  Jefferson,  Wahkiakum,  and 
dark  Coimties,  Washington;  and  points 
on  and  west  of  Washington  State  High¬ 
way  No.  9  in  Skagit  County,  Washington; 
and  points  on  and  west  of  Interstate 
Highway  No.  5  in  Lewis,  Thurston,  and 
CowUtz  Counties.  Washiiigton,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Ste¬ 
vens,  Pend  OreiUe,  Spokane,  Whitman, 
Asotin,  and  Garfield  Counties,  Washing¬ 
ton.  The  purpose  of  this  fiUng  is  to  elimi¬ 
nate  the  gateway  of  points  in  Idaho 
within  100  miles  of  Lewiston,  Idaho,  in¬ 
cluding  Lewiston. 

No.  MC  92633  (Sub  E4).  filed  May  31, 
1974.  AppUcant:  ZIRBEL  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  420  28  Street  North.  Lewiston, 
Idaho  83501.  AppUcant’s  representative: 
Donald  A.  Ericson,  Suite  '708,  Old  Na¬ 
tional  Bank  Building,  Spokane,  Wash. 
99201.  Authority  sought  to  pperate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Logging, 
mining,  and  contractors’  equipment, 
farm  machinery,  and  tractors,  between 
points  in  Lane.  Douglas.  Coos,  Curry, 
Josephine,  Jackson,  and  Klamath  Coun¬ 
ties,  Oregon,  on  the  one  hand.  and.  on 
the  other,  points  in  Spokane,  Pend  Ore¬ 
iUe,  Stevens,  Whitman,  Asotin,  Garfield, 
and  Columbia  Counties,  Washington;  ex¬ 
cept  between  points  in  Lane  and  Douglas 
Counties.  Oregon,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Columbia  County, 
Washington.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  points  in 
Idaho  within  100  miles  of  Lewiston. 
Idaho,  including  Lewiston. 

No.  MC  92633  (Sub  E5).  filed  May  31. 
1974.  AppUcant:  ZIRBEL  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  420  28  Street  North,  Lewiston. 
Idaho  83501.  AiH>Ucant’s  representative: 
Donald  A.  Ericson.  Suite  708,  Old  Na¬ 
tional  Bank  BuUdlng,  Spokane.  Wash. 
99201.  Authority  sought  to  (H>erate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Logging, 
mining,  and  contractors’  equipment, 
farm  machinery,  and  tractors,  between 
points  in  Cfiatsop,  Columbia,  Tillamook, 
Washington,  Multnomah,  Hood  River, 
Wasco,  YamhiU,  dackamsis.  Marlon, 
Lincoln,  Polk,  Benton  and  Linn  Counties, 
Oregon,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Spokane,  Pend  OreiUe. 
Stevens,  Whitman,  Asotin,  and  (jlarfield 
Coimties,  Washin^n.  The  purpose  of 
this  fiUng  is  to  eUmlnate  the  gateway  of 
points  in  Idaho  within  100  miles  of  Lew'ls- 
ton,  Idaho,  including  Lewiston. 

No.  MC  92633  (Sub  E6).  filed 
May  31,  1974.  Applicant:  ZIRBEL 

TRANSPORT,  INC.,  420  28  Street  North, 
Lewrlston,  Idaho  83501.  AppUcant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Donald  A.  Ericson,  Suite  708, 
Old  National  Bank  Building,  Spokane, 
Wash.  99201.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Logging,  mining,  and  contractors’  equip¬ 


ment,  farm  machinery,  and  tractors,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Deschutes,  Jefferson. 
CTrook,  and  Wheeler  Counties,  Oregon, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Stevens,  Pend  OreiUe,  Spokane,  Whit¬ 
man.  Garfield,  and  Asotin  Counties, 
Washington;  except  between  points  in 
Wheeler  County,  Oregon,  on  the  one 
hand,  and.  on  the  other,  points  in  Gar¬ 
field  and  Asotin  Coimties,  Washington. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eUmlnate 
the  gateway  of  points  in  Ididio  within  140 
miles  of  Lewiston,  Idaho,  including 
Lewiston. 

No.  MC  92633  (Sub  E7),  filed  May  31, 
1974.  AppUcant;  ZIRBEL  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  420  28  Street  North,  Lewis¬ 
ton,  Idaho  83501.  AppUcant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Donald  A.  Ericson,  Suite  708,  Old 
National  Bank  BuUding,  Spokane,  Wash. 
99201.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Logging, 
mining,  and  contractors’  equipment, 
farm  machinery,  and  tractors,  between 
points  in  Malheur,  Lake,  and  WaUowa 
Counties,  Oregon,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Ferry,  Okanogan, 
Stevens,  Pend  .OreiUe,  Spokane,  Whit¬ 
man,  Garfield,  Columbia  and  Asotin 
Counties,  Washington;  except  between 
points  in  Lake  County,  Oregon,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Coliunbia,  Ferry,  and  Okanogan  Coun¬ 
ties,  Washington;  and  except  between 
points  in  Wallowa  County,  Oregon,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Whitman,  Garfield,  Columbia,  and 
Asotin  Counties.  Washington.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  points  in  Idaho  within  100 
miles  of  Lewiston,  Idaho,  including 
Lewiston. 

No.  MC  92633  (Sub  E8),  filed  May  31, 
1974.  Applicant:  ZIRBEL  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  420  28  Street  North,  Lewiston, 
Idaho  83501.  AppUcant’s  representative: 
Donald  A.  Ericson,  Suite  708,  Old  Na¬ 
tional  Bank  Building,  Spokane.  Wash. 
99201.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting;  Logging, 
mining,  and  contractors’  equipment,  farm 
machinery,  and  tractors,  between  points 
in  GUliam,  Sherman,  and  Morrow  Coun¬ 
ties.  Oregon,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Stevens,  Pend  OreiUe, 
and  Spokane  Counties,  Washington,  (ex¬ 
cept  between  points  in  Morrow  County, 
Oregon,  points  on  or  north  of  Oregon 
State  Highway  206  in  GUliam  County, 
Oregon,  and  Rufus,  Oregon)  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Spo¬ 
kane  County,  Washington.  The  purpose 
of  this  filiiig  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
way  of  points  in  Idaho  within  100  miles 
of  Lewiston,  Idaho,  including  Lewiston. 

No.  MC  92633  (Sub  E9).  filed  May  31. 
1974.  AppUcant:  ZIRBEL  TRANSPORT. 
INC.,  420  28  Street  North,  Lewiston, 
lAaho  83501.  AppUcant’s  representative: 
Donald  A.  Ebdcson,  Suite  708,  Old  Na¬ 
tional  Bank  BuUding,  Spokane,  Wash. 
99201.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting;  Logging, 
mining,  and  contractors’  equipment. 
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/orm  machinery,  and  tractors,  between 
points  In  ^amey  and  Unlcm  Counties, 
Oregon,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  In  Stevens,  Pend  Oreille, 
Spokane,  Whltma;  and  Asotin  Counties, 
Washington;  except  between  points  In 
Union  County,  Oregon,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  In  Asotin 
County,  Washington.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
points  in  Idaho  within  100  miles  of 
Lewiston,  Idaho,  including  Lewiston. 

No.  MC  92633  (Sub  ElO) ,  filed  May  31, 
1974.  Applicant:  ZIRBEL  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  420  28  Street  North,  Lewiston, 
Idaho  83501,  Applicant’s  representative: 
Donald  A.  Ericson,  Suite  708,  Old  Na¬ 
tional  Bank  Building,  Spokane,  Wash. 
99201.  Authority '  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Logging, 
mining,  and  contractors’  equipment, 
farm  machinery,  and  tractors,  (a)  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Grant  Coimty,  Oregon, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Stevens,  Pend  Oreille,  Spokane,  and 
Whitman  Counties,  Wsishington;  (b) 
between  points  in  Umatilla  County, 
Oregon,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Stevens,  Pend  Oreille, 
Counties,  Washington;  and  (c)  between 
Pendleton,  Oregon,  and  points  in  Uma¬ 
tilla  County,  Oregon,  on  and  south  of 
Interstate  Highway  80N,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Spo¬ 
kane  County,  Washington.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  points  In  Idaho  within  100  miles  of 
Lewiston,  Idaho,  Including  Lewiston. 

No.  MC  92633  (Sub-Ell) ,  filed  May  31, 
1974.  Applicant:  ZIRBEL  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  420  28  Street  North,  Lewiston, 
Idaho  83501.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Donald  A.  Elricson,  Suite  708,  Old  Na¬ 
tional  Bank  Building,  Spokane,  Wash. 
99201.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregrular  routes,  transporting:  Logging, 
mining,  and  contractors’  equipment, 
farm  machinery,  and  tractors,  between 
Baker  County,  Oregon,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Stevens, 
Pend  Oreille,  Spokane,  and  Whitman 
Counties,  Washington.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
points  in  Idaho  within  101  miles  of 
Lewiston,  Idaho,  including  Lewiston. 

No.  MC  92633  (Sub-E12) ,  filed  May  31. 
1974.  Applicant:  ZIRBEL  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  420  28  Street  North,  Lewiston, 
Idaho  83501.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Donald  A.  Ericson,  Suite  708,  Old  Na¬ 
tional  Bank  Building,  Spokane,  Wash. 
99201.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Logging, 
mining,  and  contractors’  equipment, 
farm  machinery,  and  tractors,  between 
points  in  Crook  County,  Oregon,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Stevens.  Pend  Oreille,  Spokane,  and 
Whitman  Counties,  Washington.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  points  in  Idaho  within  100 
miles  of  Lewiston,  Idaho,  including 
Lewiston. 


No.  MC  92633  (Sub  E13),  filed  May  31, 
1974.  AppUcant:  ZIRBEL  TRANSPORT, 
INC..  420  28  Street  North,  Lewiston, 
Idaho  83501.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Donald  A.  Ericson,  Suite  708,  Old  Na¬ 
tional  Bank  Building,  Spokane,  Wash. 
99201.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  ti'ansporting:  Logging, 
mining,  and  contractors’  materials  and 
supplies,  petroleum  products  in  contain¬ 
ers.  and  agricultural  commodities,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Washington  west  of  the 
Cascade  Mountains  and  points  in  Ore¬ 
gon,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Idaho,  Lewis,  Nez,  Bonner  and 
Boundary  Counties,  Idaho.  ’The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  points  in  Idaho  within  100  miles  of 
Lewiston.  Idaho,  including  Lewiston. 

No.  MC  92633  (Sub  E14),  filed  May  31, 
1974.  Applicant:  ZIRBEL  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  420  28  Street  North,  Lewiston, 
Idaho  83501.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Donald  A.  Ericson,  Suite  708,  Old  Na¬ 
tions  Bank  Building,  Spokane,  Wash. 
99201.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Logging, 
mining,  and  contractors’  materials  and 
supplies,  petroleum  products  in  con¬ 
tainers,  and  agricultural  commodities. 
between  points  in  Clallam.  Jefferson, 
Mason,  Grays  Harbor,  Pacific,  Wahkia¬ 
kum,  and  Kitsap  Coimties,  Washington; 
and  points  on  and  west  of  Washington 
State  Highway  No.  9  in  Snohomish, 
Skagit,  and  Whatcom  Counties,  Wash¬ 
ington;  and  points  on  and  west  of  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  No.  5  in  Covlitz,  Lewis, 
Thurston,  Pierce,  and  King  Counties, 
Washington,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Stevens,  Pend 
Oreille,  Spc^ane,  Whitman,  Asotin,  and 
Garfield  Counties.  Washington.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  points  in  Idaho  within  100 
miles  of  Lewiston,  Idaho,  including 
Lewiston. 

By  the  Commission. 

fsEALl  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

|PR  Doc.75-19936  Filed  7-30-75:8:45  am] 


[AB  66] 

MINNEAPOLIS,  ANOKA  AND  CUYUNA 
RANGE  RAILROAD  CO. 

Abandonment  of  Service 

July  22, 1975. 

In  the  matter  of  the  Minneapolis, 
Anoka  and  Chiyuna  Range  Railroad  Co. 
abandonment  between  North  Minne¬ 
apolis  and  Fridley,  Anoka  and  Hennepin 
Counties,  Minnesota. 

The  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
hereby  gives  notice  that:  1.  By  order 
served  June  5.  1975,  applicant  was  re¬ 
quired  to  publish  a  notice  in  Anoka  and 
Hennepin  Counties  Minn.,  that  an  en¬ 
vironmental  threshold  assessment  survey 
was  made  in  the  above-entitled  proceed¬ 
ing  and  based  on  that  assessment  it  was 
determined  that  the  proceeding  does  not 


constitute  a  major  Federal  action  sig¬ 
nificantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  within  the  meaning 
of  the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act 
of  1969  (NEPA),  42  U.S.C.  4321,  et  seq.  2. 
No  comments  in  opposition,  of  an  en¬ 
vironmental  nature,  were  received  by  the 
Commission  in  response  to  the  Jime  5, 
1975,  order  and  subsequent  notice.  3.  This 
proceeding  is  now  re^y  for  further  dis¬ 
position  within  the  Office  of  Hearings  or 
the  Office  of  Proceedings  as  appi'opriate. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75  19939  Filed  7-30-75:8:45  amj 


[AB  3  (Sub-No.  6)  1 

MISSOURI  PACIFIC  RAILROAD  CO. 

Abandonment  of  Service 

July  22, 1975. 

In  the  matter  of  the  Missouri  Pacific 
Railroad  Company  abandonment  be¬ 
tween  Mission  and  Palmhurst,  in  Hidal¬ 
go  County,  Texas. 

The  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
hereby  gives  notice  that:  1.  By  order 
served  June  5.  1975,  applicant  was  re¬ 
quired  to  publish  a  notice  in  Hidalgo 
County,  Texas,  that  an  environmental 
threshold  assessment  survey  was  made  in 
the  above-entitled  proceeding  and  based 
on  that  assessment  it  was  determined 
that  the  proceeding  does  not  constitute 
a  major  Federal  action  significantly  af¬ 
fecting  the  quality  of  the  human  en¬ 
vironment  within  the  meaning  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969  (NEPA) ,  42  U.S.C.  4321,  et  seq.  2.  No 
comments  in  opposition,  of  an  environ¬ 
mental  nature,  were  received  by  the 
Commission  in  response  to  the  June  5, 
1975,  order  and  subsequent  notice.  3.  This 
proceeding  is  now  ready  for  further  dis¬ 
position  within  the  Office  of  Hearings  or 
the  Office  of  Proceedings  as  appropriate. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.  75-19941  Filed  7-30-75:8.45  am  | 

[AB  26  (Sub-No.  6)  [ 

SOUTHERN  RAILROAD  CO. 

Abandonment  of  Service 

July  22.  1975. 

In  the  matter  of  the  SOUTHERN 
RAILWAY  COMPANY  ABANDONMENT 
AT  HAWKINSVILLE,  PULASKI 
COUNTY.  GEORGIA. 

The  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
hereby  gives  notice  that:  1.  By  order 
served  June  2,  1975,  applicant  was  re¬ 
quired  to  publish  a  notice  in  Pulaski 
County,  Ga.,  that  an  environmental 
threshold  assessment  survey  was  made  in 
the  above-entitled  proceeding  and  based 
on  that  assessment  it  was  determined 
that  the  proceeding  does  not  constitute  a 
major  Federal  action  significantly  affect¬ 
ing  the  quality  of  the  human  environ¬ 
ment  within  the  meaning  of  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969 
(NEPA),  42  U.S.C.  4321,  et  seq.  2.  No 
comments  in  opposition,  of  an  envlron- 
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mental  nature,  were  received  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  response  to  the  June  2,  1975. 
order  and  subsequent  notice.  3.  This  pro¬ 
ceeding  is  now  ready  for  further  disposi¬ 
tion  within  the  Office  of  Hearings  or  the 
Office  of  Proceedings  as  appropriate. 

[SEAL]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-19947  Piled  7-80-76;8 :45  am] 


(Ex  Parte  No.  MC-43] 

RED  STAR  EXPRESS  UNES  OF  AUBURN, 

INC.  AND  WALLACE  TRANSPORT  CO.. 

‘  LTD. 

Lease  and  Interchange  of  Vehicles  by 
Motor  Carriers 

Jolt  28,  1975. 

/  At  a  Session  of  the  INTERSTATE 
COMMERCE  COMMISSION,  Motor  Car¬ 
rier  Leasing  Boeu'd,  held  at  its  office  in 
Washington,  D.C.  on  the  21st  day  of 
July,  1975. 

It  appearing.  That  a  petition  has  been 
filed  fay  Red  Star  Express  Lines  of 
Auburn,  Inc.  (MC-59135  and  various 
subs)  and  Wallace  Transport  Co.,  Ltd. 
(not  authorized  by  the  Ccxnmlsslon) , 
under  common  control  for  waiver  of 
paragraphs  (a)  (3)  and  (c)  of  S  1057.4 
of  the  Lease  and  Interchange  of  V^cles 
Regulations  (49  CFR  1057),  concerning 
equipment  leased  between  petitioners; 

It  further  appearing.  That  petiticmers 
have  a  Jointly  administered  program  ap¬ 
plying  the  same  standards  of  inspection 
and  maintenance  to  equipmoit  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  motor  cairier  safety 
regulations  of  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Transportation ; 

It  further  appearing.  That  the  n.S. 
Department  of  Transportation  recom¬ 
mends  that  the  petition  be  granted  based 
on  an  examination  of  petitioners’  rec¬ 
ords; 


FEDERAL 


It  is  ordered.  That  waiver  of  para¬ 
graphs  (a)  (3)  and  (c)  of  S  157.4.  be,  and, 
it  is  hereby  granted  provided  that  the 
equipment  is  Inspected  on  the  day  It  is  to 
be  leased  and  foimd  to  meet  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  motor  carrier  safety  rela¬ 
tions  of  the  U.S.  Department  of  Trans¬ 
portation  and  that  petitioners  remain  in 
satisfactory  compliance  with  those 
regulations  and  imder  common  controL 

By  the  (Commission.  Motor  Carrier 
Leasing  Board. 

[SEAi,]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

(PR  Doc.75-19948  Piled  7-30-76:8:46  am] 


WATER  CARRIERS 

Necessity  To  File  Application  for  Commis¬ 
sion  Approval  of  Certain  Transactions 

In  a  recent  decision  of  the  United 
States  District  Coiut  for  the  Western 
District  of  Pennsylvania,  The  Valley  Line 
Co.  V.  United  States,  390  F.  Supp.  435 
(W.D.  Pa.  1975) ,  the  three-judge  District 
(Court  set  aside  the  (Commission’s  deter¬ 
mination  that  its  approval  need  not  be 
obtained  under  section  5  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Act,  49  U.S.C.  5,  of 
transactions  involving  exempt  water  car¬ 
rier  under  section  302  of  the  Act,  49 
U.S.C.  902.  Subsequently,  It  has  come  to 
the  Commission’s  attention  that  a  num¬ 
ber  of  such  transactions  have  been  con¬ 
summated  without  obtaining  Commission 
approval  thereof.  In  light  of  the  district 
court’s  opinion,  it  appears  that  parties  so 
situated  are  in  technical  violation  of  sec¬ 
tion  5  of  the  Act,  and  that  steps  should 
be  taken  immediately  by  such  parties  to 
ciu*e  this  problem. 

Therefore,  aU  such  parties  are  directed 
on  or  before  November  28, 1975  to  file  an 
appropriate  application  with  this  Com- 
mls.sion.  As  part  of  this  application  the 
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parties  should  specify  the  date  on  which 
the  transaction  occurred  and  should  in¬ 
dicate  their  reliance  on  this  Commis¬ 
sion’s  prior  holding  that  its  approval  of 
such  transactions  was  unnecessary.  In 
processing  these  applications  the  Com¬ 
mission  will  take  the  above  into  consid¬ 
eration  and  will  also  give  substantial 
weight  to  the  probable  lack  of  a  sigmif- 
icant  detrimental  impact  on  the  public 
interest  occasioned  by  the  delayed  filing 
of  an  application  seeking  Commis¬ 
sion  approval. 

ISEAL]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-19949  Piled  7-30-76:8:46  am] 


RAYMOND  R.  MANION 

Statement  of  Changes  in  Financial 
Interests 

Pursuant  to  subsection  302(c) ,  Part  m. 
Executive  Order  10647  (20  FR  8769) 
“Providing  for  the  appointment  of  cer¬ 
tain  persons  imder  the  Defense  Produc¬ 
tion  Act  of  1950,  as  amended,”  I  hereby 
furnish  for  filing  with  the  Division  of  the 
Fedemi  Register  for  publlcatiiHi  in  the 
Federal  Register  the  following  informa¬ 
tion  showing  any  changes  m  my  finan¬ 
cial  interests  and  business  connections  as 
heretofore  reported  and  published  in  (30 
FR  8809;  31  FR  930;  31  FR  13405;  32  FR 
769;  32  FR  10786;  33  FR  822;  33  FR 
10544;  33  FR  20067;  34  FR  11341;  35  FR 
131;  35  FR  12175;  36  FR  1235;  36  FR 
14359;  37  FR  3480;  37  FR  17100;  38  FR 
3649;  38  FR  27248;  39  FR  6574;  39  FR 
390;  and  40  FR  6839,  for  the  six  months’ 
period  ending  July  3, 1975. 

No  changes  since  report  for  period  end¬ 
ing  January  3,  1975. 

R.  R.  Manion, 

July  21,  1975. 

(PR  Doc.76-19900  Piled  7-30-75:8:46  am] 


31,  1975 


